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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

6/15/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

12:51 PM
CALLER:

GREGORY DABIJA
CALLER ADDRESS:

12676 W. [UNCLEAR]LOCK TRAIL, PEORIA, 
ARIZONA 85383

PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
Yes, I do support the freeway, the new freeway. Bye.1

1 Comment noted.
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1 location and also at the same time enhances the amenities

2 within the City of Phoenix, keeps tax dollars here, keeps

3 people able to stay within the lesser range for seeking out

4 employment or shopping.

5             And I think that's about all that I can muster at

6 this point, so I will probably be back if that's okay.

7             MS. DAD:  I'm in favor of the acquisition for the

8 freeway.  I think it will be a benefit for the west side of

9 the -- of the -- of the area, for people to be able to travel

10 from the west side to the east side, avoiding the midtown

11 congestion.  I think they have studied every stick and stone

12 and that they can now move forward and pick the 59 route.  I

13 think that is the best one for the freeway.  That's it.  I'm in

14 favor of it.

15             MR. CARRILLO:  I've been a resident of South

16 Phoenix, in Laveen, all my life, which is 38 years old.  I

17 mean, I'm 38 years old now.  And, absolutely, there's no

18 question, the freeway being built would be the absolute best

19 for that community in Laveen.  And I did hold back in putting

20 in my opinion, to study more concerning the South Mountain, the

21 Gila River.  A lot of them are my friends, and I understand

22 their -- their dissatisfaction with everything.

23             But I do understand that they also had a problem

24 with the casino first coming in there, a lot of these friends

25 of mine.  And, now that the casino has become something

4302

1

1 Comment noted.
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Loop 202
Date: Monday, May 20, 2013 8:25:04 AM

-----Original Message-----
From: Airdaley [mailto:airdaley@aol.com]
Sent: Sunday, May 19, 2013 5:54 AM
To: Projects
Subject: Loop 202

As a resident of Ahwatukee we wish to express our views on building the 202 through our area. We
oppose the Pecos alignment. We support moving the 202 south on to the Gila River Reservation. We
would rather have no 202 than seeing it placed on the Pecos alignment.

Thank you,

Michael and Alisa Daley

________________________________

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for
use by the person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any
unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient,
please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus attachments.
.

1

1 Alternatives, 
Gila River Indian 
Community 
Alignment

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix. 
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From: J Bond & J Danilovs
To: Projects
Subject: comments from public re: South Mountain Freeway
Date: Wednesday, July 24, 2013 5:57:26 PM

To Whom It May Concern:

I have lived in the Ahwatukee Foothills about 1 mile from Pecos Road for over 22 years. As you no
doubt know, this is a lovely, family oriented community. However, if the freeway is built along Pecos, I
am concerned that the quality of life here will change drastically.

I still find it difficult to understand how, in good faith, city officials could issue building permits knowing
that homes, churches and businesses would need to be torn down to accommodate a freeway. And, I
have yet to talk with a resident here who knew that a freeway was planned when they purchased their
home. Had we known, I believe many would have chosen to live elsewhere. Pollution is a major
concern.

Yes, there are reasons to build another loop around the city. But removing part of an established
community, cutting through a section of mountain sacred to a Native American tribe, and adding
polluting exhaust from passing trucks and vehicles to do so seems irresponsible. The additional money
(tax dollars) that has been, and will need to be, spent could have been avoided had the community not
been built right up to the Pecos line in the first place. 

Now that there is a community here, and the Native tribe has informed ADOT of their concerns, I would
hope that reason would prevail.

Thank you for considering my plea against the building of the freeway along Pecos Road.

Most sincerely,

Judy Bond Danilovs
1532 Silverwood Dr, Shadow Rock
jbjd@cox.net

1 Acquisitions and 
Relocations

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix. 
It is not within a City’s or State’s right to deny building permits to developers 
who meet all requirements and want to develop their land. In 1996, the Maricopa 
Association of Governments Regional Council approved the Red Letter Process to 
provide early notification of potential development (including plans, zoning, and 
permits) in planned freeway alignments. In addition, the Arizona Department of 
Transportation works closely with Cities and Counties during the environmental 
impact statement process to encourage developers to reserve land for future 
transportation improvements. In some cases, when the developer is willing, the 
Arizona Department of Transportation has been able to purchase a portion of the 
land through advanced acquisition (see Final Environmental Impact Statement 
pages 3-53, 4-13, and 4-48).

2 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Prospective home buyers and members of the church built after the freeway was 
conceived, according to State law, should have been informed of the proposed 
facility. (Sellers are obligated by Arizona common law to disclose all known 
material facts about a property to the buyer.)

3 Neighborhoods/
Communities

While the E1 Alternative is adjacent to the largely residential areas of Ahwatukee 
Foothills Village (to the north), a freeway has been planned in this location 
for many years (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-17 and 
4-21). Where existing residential uses are adjacent to the proposed freeway, 
noise mitigation would be implemented according to Arizona Department of 
Transportation policy (see Final Environmental Impact Statement beginning on 
page 4-91). 

4 Section 4(f) and
Section 6(f)

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix. 

5 Cultural Resources

6 Air Quality

7 Alternatives, E1 
Alternative
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Comments in opposition to South Mountain Freeway
Date: Thursday, July 18, 2013 9:18:00 AM

Thank you,
Matthew Eberhart
Community Relations Officer
1655 W Jackson St. MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602-712-2060
azdot.gov

-----Original Message-----
From: Sierra Club [mailto:information@sierraclub.org] On Behalf Of Rudy Dankwort
Sent: Wednesday, July 17, 2013 6:30 PM
To: Projects
Subject: Comments in opposition to South Mountain Freeway

Jul 17, 2013

Arizona Department of Transportation South Mountain Study Team
1655 W Jackson St, MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Dear South Mountain Study Team,

I am writing to express my opposition to the proposed South Mountain Freeway and to urge ADOT to
select the No-Build Alternative.

Hasn't this metropolis been torn up enough?

The proposed freeway would cause more problems than it would solve. In addition, it would only
provide short-term congestion relief. As is evident by our numerous clogged roads and freeways, many
of which have recently been built or widened, building more roads is not the answer.
ADOT needs to instead focus on planning for and investing in long-term transportation solutions,
including mass transit. The only way to effectively reduce congestion and mobilize people is by reducing
the number of vehicles utilizing our roads, not by encouraging more to use them.

South Mountain Freeway would have tragic negative impacts on our communities. Despite what the
DEIS claims, air quality in the region would worsen over time, increasing public health risks. As more
vehicles fill the "uncongested" areas this freeway would temporarily provide, more pollution will be
spewed into the air, exacerbating asthma, cancer, and other diseases.

The freeway would also negatively affect our environment. South Mountain Park is the largest city park
in our nation. It was set aside to protect resources and to benefit our communities. By blasting a
freeway through a portion of this park, wildlife and habitat will be destroyed, movement corridors will
be cut off, valuable public spaces will be lost, and more. This would set a terrible precedent by
demolishing what should remain a protected area.

The freeway will also exacerbate urban sprawl and further burden Arizona's taxpayers. Its construction
would continue ADOT's trend of forcing residents to remain vehicle-dependent while paying for
infrastructure so that others can live farther and farther from a city center.

1 Alternatives, No-
Action (No-Build) 
Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Purpose and Need Although the region’s freeways are now congested during the peak travel period, 
conditions in 2035 without the proposed freeway would be substantially worse with 
more congested areas and congested conditions for longer periods of time (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 1-21 and 1-22). 
Congestion relief resulting from the proposed freeway would provide localized 
reductions of delays on arterial streets and at interchanges. Reduced travel times 
would result in lower exposure to elevated concentrations of mobile source air 
toxics occurring in traffic. Other benefits of the proposed freeway in comparison 
to the No-Action Alternative are presented in Table 3-9 on page 3-38 of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement.

3 Alternatives Federal regulations stipulate that an environmental impact statement shall 
“rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives” (40 Code of 
Federal Regulations § 1502.14; see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-1). 
All alternatives were screened using a multidisciplinary set of criteria. Nonfreeway 
alternatives were considered (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 
3-3 through 3-6). Among other things, the study took into account improving 
existing freeways, improving or expanding other travel modes, strategies to reduce 
travel demand, and various roadway configurations. This study examined not only 
the potential impacts from improvements, but also the consequences of building 
nothing, the No-Action Alternative. As proposed by the Maricopa Association 
of Governments, the South Mountain Freeway would be part of the Regional 
Freeway and Highway System. Other transportation improvements such as mass 
transit and local roads are specified in the Regional Transportation Plan and were 
considered during the evaluation of this proposed new freeway. As noted in the 
Final Environmental Impact Statement (see page 3-60), the proposed freeway would 
provide opportunities to enhance operation of future mass transit improvements.

4 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

5 Health Effects

6 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f) 

7 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife
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(Responses continue on next page)
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Please help protect our communities, our health, and our environment by selecting the No Action
Alternative. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rudy Dankwort
8121 N 8th Ave
Phoenix, AZ 85021-5634
(602) 943-2949

________________________________

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for
use by the person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any
unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient,
please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus attachments.
.

8 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Unplanned growth is often termed “urban sprawl.” Generally, this term is used in 
the context of rapid and uncontrolled urban growth onto previously undeveloped 
land—usually on the outskirts of an existing urban area. Projects like the proposed 
freeway are often identified as contributors to urban sprawl. Freeway projects 
are often cited as making land at the urban fringe more accessible and, therefore, 
more attractive for development. However, examination of data comparing 
population and land use between 1975 and 2000 suggests major transportation 
projects like the proposed freeway do not induce growth in the region (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-170 through 4-174). The proposed action 
would be implemented in a historically quickly urbanizing area (most noticeably in 
the Western Section of the Study Area, although the nationwide recession which 
began in 2007 slowed growth). In the Eastern Section of the Study Area, the 
proposed freeway would abut public parkland, Native American land, and a near-
fully developed area—therefore, any contribution to accelerated or induced growth 
would be constrained. The proposed freeway would be built in an area planned for 
urban growth as established in local jurisdictions’ land use plans for at least the 
last 25 years.

1
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: loop 202 South Moutain Freeway
Date: Wednesday, May 29, 2013 11:28:43 AM

 
 

From: Darzi, Khalil [mailto:khalil.darzi@usairways.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 29, 2013 11:27 AM
To: Projects
Subject: loop 202 South Moutain Freeway
 
Question;
 
Will there be any bike lane built along the side or parallel to the freeway at all?
 
Thank you,
 
Khalil Darzi
 

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1

1 Traffic The study has considered concepts for parallel multiuse paths; however, the main 
line of the proposed freeway would not have a bicycle route as part of the design. 
The design of the traffic interchanges includes provisions for pedestrian and bicycle 
movement in accordance with current design guidelines and regulations. While not 
currently included, enhancements such as pedestrian bridges or multiuse paths 
may be added during the final design phase through coordination with the City of 
Phoenix (see page 3-60 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement). The cost 
and maintenance of these enhancements would be the responsibility of the City of 
Phoenix.
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: South Mountain Freeway project
Date: Monday, May 20, 2013 8:46:36 AM

From: Neel Das [mailto:neeldas98@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Friday, May 17, 2013 4:15 PM
To: Projects
Subject: South Mountain Freeway project

Hello,

I am a resident of Chandler and work in Ahwatukee. I would like to express my support for
the South Mountain Freeway project.
Please let me know if you need more information from me on this.

regards,
-Neel Das

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1

1 Comment noted.
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1 Noise The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Air Quality

3 Acquisitions and 
Relocations

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
Prospective home buyers and members of the church built after the freeway was 
conceived, according to State law, should have been informed of the proposed 
facility. (Sellers are obligated by Arizona common law to disclose all known 
material facts about a property to the buyer.)

1
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Comments on South Mountain Freeway EIS
Date: Monday, July 08, 2013 8:49:10 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Thank you,
Matthew Eberhart
Community Relations Officer
1655 W Jackson St. MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602-712-2060
azdot.gov

From: Maureen Davies [mailto:modavies24@hotmail.com] 
Sent: Saturday, July 06, 2013 6:26 PM
To: Projects
Subject: Comments on South Mountain Freeway EIS

1. I don't believe there will be such a huge increase in Valley traffic as I don't believe that
with climate change we will get such a large population increase and hopefully we will be
able to use more Mass Transit to move people around the Valley. It will be too hot here and
there won't be enough water. There are so many factors that could change the whole equation
such as more expensive gasoline or the urgency of reducing the current rate of carbon fuel
usage to reduce  climate change that would render the South Mountain Freeway obsolete.
2. The destruction of part of South Mountain is unjustifiable and not mitigated enough under
the current plans. Also nobody mentioned the chuckwallas that are unique to South Mountain
at the meetings. Or the migration of the Hawk Moth caterpillars. I'm surprised that under the
deeding of the land to the City of Phoenix that such destruction would be legal.
3. The increased pollution between the Pecos alignment of the freeway and the mountain due
to the winds that prevail in this area would ruin the air quality and building it on the
reservation would not solve that problem. We have many schools in this area and the
children but also the elderly would suffer greatly especially as contrary to what you say
trucks would use the freeway to by-pass the city of Phoenix.
The completion of the Canamex Highway on US 85 to I 8 west of Phoenix would reduce
traffic in Phoenix and on I 10. That would remove a large part of the perceived need for the
South Mountain Freeway and would be less costly in every way.
4. There isn't enough money for an outdated project such as this in these times of reduced
budgets. The State and Federal Governments need to concentrate their spending on things that
benefit the people such as education and healthcare not potentially damaging or obsolete
freeways.
This an example of the kind of fossilized thinking that is ruining the economies of the
western nations. Using a plan that was made in 1986 for building in 2013 is ludicrous!
Sincerely,
Maureen Davies

1 Purpose and 
Need, Old Plan or 
Use of Old Data

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

3 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
The coloring of the male common chuckwalla is unique to the South Mountains; 
however, it is one of two color patterns and does not indicate a separate species or 
subspecies (see the Arizona Game and Fish Department’s abstract for the common 
chuckwalla). Information related to the coloring of the common chuckwalla 
and the migration of hawk moth caterpillars was not mentioned in the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement because it was not relevant to the study.

4 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
Meteorological information was considered in the air quality analyses [Air Quality 
Assessment: South Mountain Freeway (SR 202L), dated March 1, 2013] conducted 
for the proposed action. Data from Maricopa County Air Quality Department 
and from the Gila River Indian Community monitoring station were compared 
with two, 1-month studies conducted during the winter of 2006 and the spring of 
2007 along Pecos Road in the Study Area. According to the Arizona Department 
of Transportation, 2013, Air Quality Assessment South Mountain Freeway 202L Draft 
Report, review of wind data from the Gila River Indian Reservation Community 
monitoring site at St. Johns suggests that during the morning hours and associated 
with mountain-drainage air flows winds and stable atmospheric conditions, 
the wind flows are from the southeast and follow the Gila River channel to the 
north. Locations to the east of St. Johns will tend to have a flow from the easterly 
component as the air flows from the east to the lower elevations along the Gila 
River. During the warmer hours with improved mixing, the flows typically follow 
the river channel and come from the north and northwest toward the south and 
southeast.

5 Health Effects The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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6 Purpose and 
Need, Truck 
Bypass

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
The study considered an alternative that would run along Interstate 8 in Casa 
Grande to State Route 85 from Gila Bend to Interstate 10 (see text on page 3-9 
of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement). State Route 85 is currently being 
reconstructed as a four-lane, divided highway with limited-access control, and 
Interstate 8 is a four-lane, divided Interstate freeway with full access control. 
Existing signs at each terminus designate the route as a truck bypass of the 
metropolitan Phoenix area. This route would continue to be available for interstate 
and interregional travel, but it would not meet the proposed action purpose and 
need as part of a regional transportation network and, therefore, was eliminated 
from further consideration.

7 Purpose and Need The proposed project is part of the Regional Transportation Plan for the Maricopa 
Association of Governments region. In 2004, the voters of Maricopa County 
approved the Regional Transportation Plan and the extension of a half-cent sales tax 
to fund its projects. The funding for the right-of-way acquisition and construction 
of the proposed project would come from a combination of federal (National 
Highway Performance Program) and County (half-cent sales tax, also known as 
Regional Area Road Funds) sources. Use of these funds for construction of the 
proposed freeway would not affect available funds for statewide projects nor 
would not constructing this facility make available additional funds for other 
statewide projects.
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Document Created: 7/15/2013 11:06:54 AM by Web Comment Form

The decision to not recess the planned highway appears to be based purely on cost and
not on a detailed analysis of the environmental benefit of doing that.
The decisions on the west end of the proposed route look flawed at best. Some of these date
back to the decisions for the 101 and 10 interchange, which now appears to be in the wrong
place. The current proposal for the 202 and 10 connection to be at 59th Ave should receive
much more study on the disruption this would have on the the people living near there during
construction.
The continued assertion by ADOT that this will not be a truck route is totally unbelievable and
does not give one much confidence in other statements that are made in the study. The
study should include the effect of this being a truck route as well as the current version.
A serious incident emergency plan should be included in the study, given the very limited exit
routes available from Ahwatukee.

David Davies

1

3

2

4

1 Design Depressing the proposed Pecos Road sections would entail installation of pump 
stations to drain the main line freeway. A depressed freeway would also need 
a drainage channel to capture the off-site flows to prevent their entering the 
freeway. Pump stations were not used because of the high cost of construction 
and maintenance needed for their operation. The preferred freeway configuration 
would have the E1 Alternative aboveground and the existing culverts extending 
to pass the drainage under the freeway. Pecos Road currently has numerous 
existing culvert crossings. Depressing the freeway in this area would eliminate 
the existing culvert crossings and potentially have adverse flooding impacts on 
adjacent properties. Extending the existing culverts or upsizing the culverts would 
maintain or improve drainage flows. This would ensure that there would be no 
adverse flooding impacts on adjacent properties. (See Final Environmental Impact 
Statement pages 3-15 and 3-18.)
To reduce impacts by depressing the proposed freeway in the Eastern Section, the 
Arizona Department of Transportation would:
• need to spend an additional $400 million for right-of-way acquisition and 

construction 
• displace an additional 300 residences
• maintain additional pump stations and detention basins for the life of the 

freeway
• observe noise-related impacts requiring mitigation (i.e., noise barriers and their 

associated costs and visual impacts)
Because the belowground option would result in substantially greater costs and 
residential displacements, this option was eliminated from further study.

2 Alternatives, W59 
Alternative Versus 
W101 Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

3 Purpose and 
Need, Truck 
Bypass

4 Hazardous 
Materials
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From: Sierra Club on behalf of Christina Davis
To: Projects
Subject: Please No South Mountain Freeway
Date: Wednesday, May 29, 2013 6:48:02 PM

May 29, 2013

Arizona Department of Transportation South Mountain Study Team
1655 W Jackson St, MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Dear South Mountain Study Team,

I am writing to express my opposition to the proposed South Mountain
Freeway and to urge ADOT to select the No-Build Alternative.

This is so important! The proposed freeway would cause more problems
than it would solve. In addition, it would only provide short-term
congestion relief. As is evident by our numerous clogged roads and
freeways, many of which have recently been built or widened, building
more roads is not the answer. ADOT needs to instead focus on planning
for and investing in long-term transportation solutions, including mass
transit. The only way to effectively reduce congestion and mobilize
people is by reducing the number of vehicles utilizing our roads, not
by encouraging more to use them.

South Mountain Freeway would have incredible negative impacts on our
communities. Despite what the DEIS claims, air quality in the region
would worsen over time, increasing public health risks. As more
vehicles fill the "uncongested" areas this freeway would
temporarily provide, more pollution will be spewed into the air,
exacerbating asthma, cancer, and other diseases.

The freeway would also negatively effect our environment. South
Mountain Park is the largest city park in our nation. It was set aside
to protect resources and to benefit our communities. By blasting a
freeway through a portion of this park, wildlife and habitat will be
destroyed, movement corridors will be cut off, valuable public spaces
will be lost, and more. This would set a terrible precedent by
demolishing what should remain a protected area.

The freeway will also exacerbate urban sprawl and further burden
Arizona's taxpayers. Its construction would continue ADOT's trend of
forcing residents to remain vehicle-dependent while paying for
infrastructure so that others can live farther and farther from a city
center.

Please help protect our communities, our health, and our environment by
selecting the No Action Alternative. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Christina Davis
22431 N 77th Pl
Scottsdale, AZ 85255-4850

1

3

2

6

8

1

4

7

5

1 Alternatives, No-
Action (No-Build) 
Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Purpose and Need Although the region’s freeways are now congested during the peak travel period, 
conditions in 2035 without the proposed freeway would be substantially worse with 
more congested areas and congested conditions for longer periods of time (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 1-21 and 1-22). 
Congestion relief resulting from the proposed freeway would provide localized 
reductions of delays on arterial streets and at interchanges. Reduced travel times 
would result in lower exposure to elevated concentrations of mobile source air 
toxics occurring in traffic. Other benefits of the proposed freeway in comparison 
to the No-Action Alternative are presented in Table 3-9 on page 3-38 of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement.

3 Alternatives Federal regulations stipulate that an environmental impact statement shall 
“rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives” (40 Code of 
Federal Regulations § 1502.14; see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-1). 
All alternatives were screened using a multidisciplinary set of criteria. Nonfreeway 
alternatives were considered (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 
3-3 through 3-6). Among other things, the study took into account improving 
existing freeways, improving or expanding other travel modes, strategies to reduce 
travel demand, and various roadway configurations. This study examined not only 
the potential impacts from improvements, but also the consequences of building 
nothing, the No-Action Alternative. As proposed by the Maricopa Association 
of Governments, the South Mountain Freeway would be part of the Regional 
Freeway and Highway System. Other transportation improvements such as mass 
transit and local roads are specified in the Regional Transportation Plan and were 
considered during the evaluation of this proposed new freeway. As noted in the 
Final Environmental Impact Statement (see page 3-60), the proposed freeway would 
provide opportunities to enhance operation of future mass transit improvements.

4 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

5 Health Effects

6 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

7 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife

(Responses continue on next page)
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8 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Unplanned growth is often termed “urban sprawl.” Generally, this term is used in 
the context of rapid and uncontrolled urban growth onto previously undeveloped 
land—usually on the outskirts of an existing urban area. Projects like the proposed 
freeway are often identified as contributors to urban sprawl. Freeway projects 
are often cited as making land at the urban fringe more accessible and, therefore, 
more attractive for development. However, examination of data comparing 
population and land use between 1975 and 2000 suggests major transportation 
projects like the proposed freeway do not induce growth in the region (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-170 through 4-174). The proposed action 
would be implemented in a historically quickly urbanizing area (most noticeably in 
the Western Section of the Study Area, although the nationwide recession which 
began in 2007 slowed growth). In the Eastern Section of the Study Area, the 
proposed freeway would abut public parkland, Native American land, and a near-
fully developed area—therefore, any contribution to accelerated or induced growth 
would be constrained. The proposed freeway would be built in an area planned for 
urban growth as established in local jurisdictions’ land use plans for at least the 
last 25 years.



 Comment Response Appendix • B1401

Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 

Document Created: 7/22/2013 9:43:55 PM by Web Comment Form

I am totally against this truck bypass which absolutely will NOT improve the region's air
pollution as stated in the DEIS. I worked with Maricopa County's clean air laws and major
employers to reduce air pollution for 7 years, and know that building freeways ALWAYS
increases traffic beyond projections, ALWAYS increases attendant air pollution due to
development following freeways. In this case, Ahwatukee will lose its geographic advantages
by being surrounded by freeways, with increased noise and pollutants from our community
being used as a truck bypass. Residents of Ahwatukee will get no benefits, only pay with
health consequences of increased particulate pollution besides slicing up South Mountain
Park. The DEIS assumptions are biased and contradict decades of traffic studies. I am a
Phoenix native and resident of Ahwatukee since 1986 when I moved here to escape the
worst air pollution in the Valley. We fought many projects downwind that would have brought
air pollution to our community, and now this is another one. Do not build!! Do not slice up
South Mountain Park! Do not ruin the health and peace of our community. If you desperately
need a truck bypass, run it much farther away from the metro area. Maricopa County is
already an non-attainment area and this freeway will ensure air pollution gets even worse. 

Deborah Davis
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5

7
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6
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1 Purpose and 
Need, Truck 
Bypass

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Air Quality

3 Purpose and Need Although the region’s freeways are now congested during the peak travel period, 
conditions in 2035 without the proposed freeway would be substantially worse with 
more congested areas and congested conditions for longer periods of time (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 1-21 and 1-22). 
Congestion relief resulting from the proposed freeway would provide localized 
reductions of delays on arterial streets and at interchanges. Reduced travel times 
would result in lower exposure to elevated concentrations of mobile source air 
toxics occurring in traffic. Other benefits of the proposed freeway in comparison 
to the No-Action Alternative are presented in Table 3-9 on page 3-38 of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement.

4 Noise The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

5 Health Effects

6 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

7 Alternatives The study considered an alternative that would run along Interstate 8 in Casa 
Grande to State Route 85 from Gila Bend to Interstate 10 (see text on page 3-9 
of the Final Environmental Impact Statement). State Route 85 is currently being 
reconstructed as a four-lane, divided highway with limited-access control, and 
Interstate 8 is a four-lane, divided Interstate freeway with full access control. 
Existing signs at each terminus designate the route as a truck bypass of the 
metropolitan Phoenix area. This route would continue to be available for interstate 
and interregional travel, but it would not meet the proposed action purpose and 
need as part of a regional transportation network and, therefore, was eliminated 
from further consideration.
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From: Sierra Club on behalf of Norman & Shirley Davis
To: Projects
Subject: Comments in opposition to South Mountain Freeway
Date: Wednesday, July 24, 2013 10:35:18 AM

Jul 24, 2013

Arizona Department of Transportation South Mountain Study Team
1655 W Jackson St, MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Dear South Mountain Study Team,

I am writing to express my opposition to the proposed South Mountain
Freeway and to urge ADOT to select the No-Build Alternative.

South Mountain Park is a very important part of the metro setting.
Used daily by many residents.
The proposed freeway would cause more problems than it would solve. In
addition, it would only provide short-term congestion relief. As is
evident by our numerous clogged roads and freeways, many of which have
recently been built or widened, building more roads is not the answer.
ADOT needs to instead focus on planning for and investing in long-term
transportation solutions, including mass transit. The only way to
effectively reduce congestion and mobilize people is by reducing the
number of vehicles utilizing our roads, not by encouraging more to use
them.

South Mountain Freeway would have incredible negative impacts on our
communities. Despite what the DEIS claims, air quality in the region
would worsen over time, increasing public health risks. As more
vehicles fill the "uncongested" areas this freeway would
temporarily provide, more pollution will be spewed into the air,
exacerbating asthma, cancer, and other diseases.

The freeway would also negatively effect our environment. South
Mountain Park is the largest city park in our nation. It was set aside
to protect resources and to benefit our communities. By blasting a
freeway through a portion of this park, wildlife and habitat will be
destroyed, movement corridors will be cut off, valuable public spaces
will be lost, and more. This would set a terrible precedent by
demolishing what should remain a protected area.

The freeway will also exacerbate urban sprawl and further burden
Arizona's taxpayers. Its construction would continue ADOT's trend of
forcing residents to remain vehicle-dependent while paying for
infrastructure so that others can live farther and farther from a city
center.

Please help protect our communities, our health, and our environment by
selecting the No Action Alternative. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Norman & Shirley Davis
6021 E Avenida Arriba
Tucson, AZ 85750-1869

1

3

2

6

8

1

4

7

5

1 Alternatives, No-
Action (No-Build) 
Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Purpose and Need Although the region’s freeways are now congested during the peak travel period, 
conditions in 2035 without the proposed freeway would be substantially worse with 
more congested areas and congested conditions for longer periods of time (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 1-21 and 1-22). 
Congestion relief resulting from the proposed freeway would provide localized 
reductions of delays on arterial streets and at interchanges. Reduced travel times 
would result in lower exposure to elevated concentrations of mobile source air 
toxics occurring in traffic. Other benefits of the proposed freeway in comparison 
to the No-Action Alternative are presented in Table 3-9 on page 3-38 of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement.

3 Alternatives Federal regulations stipulate that an environmental impact statement shall 
“rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives” (40 Code of 
Federal Regulations § 1502.14; see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-1). 
All alternatives were screened using a multidisciplinary set of criteria. Nonfreeway 
alternatives were considered (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 
3-3 through 3-6). Among other things, the study took into account improving 
existing freeways, improving or expanding other travel modes, strategies to reduce 
travel demand, and various roadway configurations. This study examined not only 
the potential impacts from improvements, but also the consequences of building 
nothing, the No-Action Alternative. As proposed by the Maricopa Association 
of Governments, the South Mountain Freeway would be part of the Regional 
Freeway and Highway System. Other transportation improvements such as mass 
transit and local roads are specified in the Regional Transportation Plan and were 
considered during the evaluation of this proposed new freeway. As noted in the 
Final Environmental Impact Statement (see page 3-60), the proposed freeway would 
provide opportunities to enhance operation of future mass transit improvements.

4 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

5 Health Effects

6 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

7 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife

(Responses continue on next page)
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8 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Unplanned growth is often termed “urban sprawl.” Generally, this term is used in 
the context of rapid and uncontrolled urban growth onto previously undeveloped 
land—usually on the outskirts of an existing urban area. Projects like the proposed 
freeway are often identified as contributors to urban sprawl. Freeway projects 
are often cited as making land at the urban fringe more accessible and, therefore, 
more attractive for development. However, examination of data comparing 
population and land use between 1975 and 2000 suggests major transportation 
projects like the proposed freeway do not induce growth in the region (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-170 through 4-174). The proposed 
action would be implemented in a historically quickly urbanizing area (most 
noticeably in the Western Section of the Study Area, although the nationwide 
recession which began in 2007 slowed growth). In the Eastern Section of the Study 
Area, the proposed freeway would abut public parkland, Native American land, 
and a near-fully developed area—therefore, any contribution to accelerated or 
induced growth would be constrained. The proposed freeway would be built in an 
area planned for urban growth as established in local jurisdictions’ land use plans 
for at least the last 25 years.
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: 202 Extension
Date: Tuesday, July 09, 2013 1:44:51 PM

Thank you,
Felicia Beltran
Senior Community Relations Officer
1655 W Jackson St. MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602-319-7709
azdot.gov

From: Linda Davison [mailto:linda.davison66@gmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 09, 2013 11:46 AM
To: Projects
Subject: 202 Extension

I am a homeowner on S. Desert Foothills Pathway, and I vote "no" for the extension of 202.
Please consider the drastic consequences of making Pecos Road a major thoroughfare. It will
cause major pollution and noise in the SW corner of the city - an area I found to have some
peace and relative quiet. Thank you.

Linda Davison
Homeowner in San Simeon Complex

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1 Alternatives, E1 
Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Air Quality

3 Noise

1

2 3
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: 202
Date: Monday, May 20, 2013 8:33:26 AM

-----Original Message-----
From: David R de la Rosa [mailto:ddelar62@yahoo.com]
Sent: Friday, May 17, 2013 11:29 PM
To: Projects
Subject: 202

Please complete the 202 Loop as it's a necessary road for the good of the Phoenix area

Sent from my iPad

________________________________

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for
use by the person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any
unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient,
please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus attachments.
.

1

1 Comment noted.
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: common sense
Date: Monday, May 20, 2013 8:41:20 AM

From: Peter debrie [mailto:peterdebrie@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Friday, May 17, 2013 7:40 PM
To: Projects
Subject: common sense

We all want the State to make progress but their are all ways a few
who want to stop progress. We Need to expand the freeway system
but lets not make the same mistakes as the other freeways. Better
to make them big enough so we don't have to make the roads or
bridges wider in a few years.

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1

1 Design The proposed freeway at one point featured a ten-lane freeway cross section, 
with three general purpose lanes in each direction and sufficient right-of-way to 
add a high-occupancy vehicle lane and a general purpose lane in each direction 
in the median in the future (when warranted by travel demand). The Maricopa 
Association of Governments, in association with the Arizona Department of 
Transportation, later examined an eight-lane freeway cross section, with three 
general purpose lanes and one high-occupancy vehicle lane in each direction (see 
Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 3-19 and 3-20). Such a configuration 
would reduce the right-of-way needed for the freeway without jeopardizing its 
ability to meet the purpose and need criteria. Additionally, the eight-lane freeway 
would cost about $200 million less than the ten-lane freeway (see the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement, beginning on page 3-23). Because the eight-lane 
freeway would meet the project’s purpose and need and would do so with lower 
costs, less right-of-way acquisition, and fewer impacts than the ten-lane freeway, it 
was carried forward for further study. All eight lanes would be constructed at the 
same time.
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: 202
Date: Monday, May 20, 2013 8:32:13 AM

From: Karen Dees [mailto:deesfam@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Saturday, May 18, 2013 7:08 AM
To: Projects
Subject: 202

18 May 2013

Dear ADOT,

My husband is in the highway construction business as a truck driver.  PLEASE help us continue
our just above the poverty line life by giving the go ahead on this vital project.  Maybe he'll get
more work.  Please.  We are both Arizona natives and don't want to have to chase work in
another state.

Karen Tucker Dees

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1

1 Comment noted.
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Loop 202
Date: Thursday, May 23, 2013 9:15:12 AM

From: deirdre degagne [mailto:deirdredegagne@gmail.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 23, 2013 8:49 AM
To: Projects
Subject: Loop 202

We would like to register our agreement with the Loop 202 extension-South Mountain Freeway.
Our home is at: 7322 West Alta Vista Road in Laveen, and it would be very beneficial.
Sincerely,
Deirdre & Hubert Degagne

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1

1 Comment noted.
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From: Sierra Club on behalf of Jonae DeLong
To: Projects
Subject: Comments in opposition to South Mountain Freeway
Date: Monday, May 27, 2013 1:44:11 PM

May 27, 2013

Arizona Department of Transportation South Mountain Study Team
1655 W Jackson St, MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Dear South Mountain Study Team,

I am writing to express my opposition to the proposed South Mountain
Freeway and to urge ADOT to select the No-Build Alternative.

The proposed freeway would cause more problems than it would solve. In
addition, it would only provide short-term congestion relief. As is
evident by our numerous clogged roads and freeways, many of which have
recently been built or widened, building more roads is not the answer.
ADOT needs to instead focus on planning for and investing in long-term
transportation solutions, including mass transit. The only way to
effectively reduce congestion and mobilize people is by reducing the
number of vehicles utilizing our roads, not by encouraging more to use
them.

South Mountain Freeway would have incredible negative impacts on our
communities. Despite what the DEIS claims, air quality in the region
would worsen over time, increasing public health risks. As more
vehicles fill the "uncongested" areas this freeway would
temporarily provide, more pollution will be spewed into the air,
exacerbating asthma, cancer, and other diseases.

The freeway would also negatively effect our environment. South
Mountain Park is the largest city park in our nation. It was set aside
to protect resources and to benefit our communities. By blasting a
freeway through a portion of this park, wildlife and habitat will be
destroyed, movement corridors will be cut off, valuable public spaces
will be lost, and more. This would set a terrible precedent by
demolishing what should remain a protected area.

The freeway will also exacerbate urban sprawl and further burden
Arizona's taxpayers. Its construction would continue ADOT's trend of
forcing residents to remain vehicle-dependent while paying for
infrastructure so that others can live farther and farther from a city
center.

Please help protect our communities, our health, and our environment by
selecting the No Action Alternative. Thank you.

Maricopa County and the State of Arizona does so little now to protect
our environment, I don't think we need another freeway to add to our
air pollution problem. Please do not build this freeway, rather
consider investing more in mass transit.

Sincerely,
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1 Alternatives, No-
Action (No-Build) 
Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Purpose and Need Although the region’s freeways are now congested during the peak travel period, 
conditions in 2035 without the proposed freeway would be substantially worse with 
more congested areas and congested conditions for longer periods of time (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 1-21 and 1-22). 
Congestion relief resulting from the proposed freeway would provide localized 
reductions of delays on arterial streets and at interchanges. Reduced travel times 
would result in lower exposure to elevated concentrations of mobile source air 
toxics occurring in traffic. Other benefits of the proposed freeway in comparison 
to the No-Action Alternative are presented in Table 3-9 on page 3-38 of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement.

3 Alternatives Federal regulations stipulate that an environmental impact statement shall 
“rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives” (40 Code of 
Federal Regulations § 1502.14; see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-1). 
All alternatives were screened using a multidisciplinary set of criteria. Nonfreeway 
alternatives were considered (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 
3-3 through 3-6). Among other things, the study took into account improving 
existing freeways, improving or expanding other travel modes, strategies to reduce 
travel demand, and various roadway configurations. This study examined not only 
the potential impacts from improvements, but also the consequences of building 
nothing, the No-Action Alternative. As proposed by the Maricopa Association 
of Governments, the South Mountain Freeway would be part of the Regional 
Freeway and Highway System. Other transportation improvements such as mass 
transit and local roads are specified in the Regional Transportation Plan and were 
considered during the evaluation of this proposed new freeway. As noted in the 
Final Environmental Impact Statement (see page 3-60), the proposed freeway would 
provide opportunities to enhance operation of future mass transit improvements.

4 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

5 Health Effects

6 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

7 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife

(Responses continue on next page)
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Mrs. Jonae DeLong
5868 E Sanna St
Paradise Valley, AZ 85253-1762

8 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Unplanned growth is often termed “urban sprawl.” Generally, this term is used in 
the context of rapid and uncontrolled urban growth onto previously undeveloped 
land—usually on the outskirts of an existing urban area. Projects like the proposed 
freeway are often identified as contributors to urban sprawl. Freeway projects 
are often cited as making land at the urban fringe more accessible and, therefore, 
more attractive for development. However, examination of data comparing 
population and land use between 1975 and 2000 suggests major transportation 
projects like the proposed freeway do not induce growth in the region (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-170 through 4-174). The proposed 
action would be implemented in a historically quickly urbanizing area (most 
noticeably in the Western Section of the Study Area, although the nationwide 
recession which began in 2007 slowed growth). In the Eastern Section of the Study 
Area, the proposed freeway would abut public parkland, Native American land, 
and a near-fully developed area—therefore, any contribution to accelerated or 
induced growth would be constrained. The proposed freeway would be built in an 
area planned for urban growth as established in local jurisdictions’ land use plans 
for at least the last 25 years.
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www.drivernix.com
Driver and Nix Court Reporters - (602) 266-6525

Page 11

1          Okay, we'll go to the next name, Steve Trussell.

2 Is Steve Trussell in the auditorium?  Here he comes.

3          If there's anyone else in the auditorium that

4 would like to speak today, please make sure that you

5 register first so we can get your name into the list.

6          THE FACILITATOR:  Daniel Demerritt.  Did I

7 pronounce the name correctly?

8          MR. DEMERRITT:  Yes, you did.

9          I'm not going to go over all of the stuff that

10 that gentleman went over, because he pretty much did a

11 lot of the work for me in the beginning.  I'm a Laveen

12 resident, we have lived in the area for seven years, and

13 we have long seen many developments that were needed by

14 the community; specifically, hospitals, major retail

15 developments.  We have to drive 20 minutes to go anywhere

16 to spend our money, and that money is now linking into --

17 you know, that tax money is now linking into neighboring

18 municipalities.  The community has needed this, you know,

19 now more than ever, but has needed it for a long time and

20 we are, you know, very far along and we -- you know,

21 there's just no reason why we should not do the freeway.

22 I don't see -- I mean, I understand the environmental

23 impacts when it comes to the mountain, I'm sorry that

24 there's no other, you know, real route to that, because

25 no one is cooperating with us on, you know, other areas.

4362

1 Comment noted.

1
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www.drivernix.com
Driver and Nix Court Reporters - (602) 266-6525

Page 12

1          I look at the Dreamy Draw, it was the same

2 situation, I'm sure there was a lot of contention with it

3 then and, you know, I drive through this, you know,

4 pretty much three and four times a week and it's

5 beautiful.  I mean, it's something that I enjoy driving

6 through.  You know, it's something that ADOT did a good

7 job with and I believe that they can do the same with the

8 South Mountain freeway.

9          I do want to point out that, you know, I do live

10 fairly close to where the freeway is supposed to go

11 through within, you know, half a mile, I believe that

12 they have a lot of things that they can do to keep the

13 sound to a minimum.  I know that, you know, yeah, it will

14 increase traffic truck-wise because it's an easy

15 alternative, but that's something that's going to relieve

16 the traffic that is basically causing the I-10 to back up

17 every morning.

18          The other part of it or, you know, more on the

19 sound, I mean, they have rubberized asphalt, you know,

20 the sound wall barriers.  Hopefully, you know, we can

21 think about doing some more walkability and bikeability

22 type situations, but I don't see that in the plan

23 currently, but it looks like it could be easily done.

24 Thank you for hearing my comments, and I hope they build

25 the 202.

2

3

2 Purpose and 
Need, Truck 
Bypass

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

3 Design The study has considered concepts for parallel multiuse paths; however, the main 
line of the proposed freeway would not have a bicycle route as part of the design. 
The design of the traffic interchanges includes provisions for pedestrian and 
bicycle movement in accordance with current design guidelines and regulations. 
While not currently included, enhancements such as pedestrian bridges or multiuse 
paths may be added during the final design phase through coordination with the 
City of Phoenix (see page 3-60 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement). The 
cost and maintenance of these enhancements would be the responsibility of the 
City of Phoenix.
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From: Sierra Club on behalf of Lynn Demuth
To: Projects
Subject: Comments in opposition to South Mountain Freeway
Date: Monday, June 03, 2013 7:14:01 PM

Jun 3, 2013

Arizona Department of Transportation South Mountain Study Team
1655 W Jackson St, MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Dear South Mountain Study Team,

I am writing to express my opposition to the proposed South Mountain
Freeway and to urge ADOT to select the No-Build Alternative.

The proposed freeway would cause more problems than it would solve. In
addition, it would only provide short-term congestion relief. ADOT
needs to instead focus on planning for and investing in long-term
transportation solutions, including mass transit.

South Mountain Freeway would have extreme negative impacts on our
communities. Despite what the DEIS claims, air quality in the region
would worsen over time, increasing public health risks. As more
vehicles fill the "uncongested" areas this freeway would
temporarily provide, more pollution will be spewed into the air.

The freeway would also negatively effect our environment. South
Mountain Park is the largest city park in our nation. It was set aside
to protect resources and to benefit our communities. By blasting a
freeway through a portion of this park, wildlife and habitat will be
destroyed, movement corridors will be cut off, and valuable public
spaces will be lost. I am a frequent hiker in South Mountain Park and
cannot imagine what a freeway on the west end would do the experience.
The beauty and relative solitude of the park would be destoryed.

The freeway will also exacerbate urban sprawl and further burden
Arizona's taxpayers. Its construction would continue ADOT's trend of
forcing residents to remain vehicle-dependent while paying for
infrastructure so that others can live farther and farther from a city
center.

Please help protect our communities, our health, and our environment by
selecting the No Action Alternative. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dr. Lynn Demuth
2961 W Comstock Dr
Chandler, AZ 85224-5708
(480) 699-0237
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1 Alternatives, No-
Action (No-Build) 
Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Purpose and Need Although the region’s freeways are now congested during the peak travel period, 
conditions in 2035 without the proposed freeway would be substantially worse with 
more congested areas and congested conditions for longer periods of time (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 1-21 and 1-22). 
Congestion relief resulting from the proposed freeway would provide localized 
reductions of delays on arterial streets and at interchanges. Reduced travel times 
would result in lower exposure to elevated concentrations of mobile source air 
toxics occurring in traffic. Other benefits of the proposed freeway in comparison 
to the No-Action Alternative are presented in Table 3-9 on page 3-38 of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement.

3 Alternatives Federal regulations stipulate that an environmental impact statement shall 
“rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives” (40 Code of 
Federal Regulations § 1502.14; see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-1). 
All alternatives were screened using a multidisciplinary set of criteria. Nonfreeway 
alternatives were considered (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 
3-3 through 3-6). Among other things, the study took into account improving 
existing freeways, improving or expanding other travel modes, strategies to reduce 
travel demand, and various roadway configurations. This study examined not only 
the potential impacts from improvements, but also the consequences of building 
nothing, the No-Action Alternative. As proposed by the Maricopa Association 
of Governments, the South Mountain Freeway would be part of the Regional 
Freeway and Highway System. Other transportation improvements such as mass 
transit and local roads are specified in the Regional Transportation Plan and were 
considered during the evaluation of this proposed new freeway. As noted in the 
Final Environmental Impact Statement (see page 3-60), the proposed freeway would 
provide opportunities to enhance operation of future mass transit improvements.

4 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

5 Health Effects

6 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

7 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife

(Responses continue on next page)
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8 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Unplanned growth is often termed “urban sprawl.” Generally, this term is used in 
the context of rapid and uncontrolled urban growth onto previously undeveloped 
land—usually on the outskirts of an existing urban area. Projects like the proposed 
freeway are often identified as contributors to urban sprawl. Freeway projects 
are often cited as making land at the urban fringe more accessible and, therefore, 
more attractive for development. However, examination of data comparing 
population and land use between 1975 and 2000 suggests major transportation 
projects like the proposed freeway do not induce growth in the region (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-170 through 4-174). The proposed 
action would be implemented in a historically quickly urbanizing area (most 
noticeably in the Western Section of the Study Area, although the nationwide 
recession which began in 2007 slowed growth). In the Eastern Section of the Study 
Area, the proposed freeway would abut public parkland, Native American land, 
and a near-fully developed area—therefore, any contribution to accelerated or 
induced growth would be constrained. The proposed freeway would be built in an 
area planned for urban growth as established in local jurisdictions’ land use plans 
for at least the last 25 years.
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

7/23/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

11:31 AM
CALLER:

ROBYN DERKS
CALLER ADDRESS:

2724 WEST FLINT STREET, CHANDLER, ARIZONA  
85224

PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
Yes, I am in support of the freeway. I wanted it for many years as my husband travels that way and I 
do support the freeway. Bye.

1 Comment noted.

1
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From: Sierra Club on behalf of James Derrig
To: Projects
Subject: Comments in opposition to South Mountain Freeway
Date: Tuesday, June 04, 2013 8:38:01 AM

Jun 4, 2013

Arizona Department of Transportation South Mountain Study Team
1655 W Jackson St, MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Dear South Mountain Study Team,

I am writing to express my opposition to the proposed South Mountain
Freeway and to urge ADOT to select the No-Build Alternative.

The proposed freeway would cause more problems than it would solve. In
addition, it would only provide short-term congestion relief. As is
evident by our numerous clogged roads and freeways, many of which have
recently been built or widened, building more roads is not the answer.
ADOT needs to instead focus on planning for and investing in long-term
transportation solutions, including mass transit. The only way to
effectively reduce congestion and mobilize people is by reducing the
number of vehicles utilizing our roads, not by encouraging more to use
them.

South Mountain Freeway would have incredible negative impacts on our
communities. Despite what the DEIS claims, air quality in the region
would worsen over time, increasing public health risks.

The freeway would also negatively effect our environment. South
Mountain Park is the largest city park in our nation. It was set aside
to protect resources and to benefit our communities. By blasting a
freeway through a portion of this park, wildlife and habitat will be
destroyed, movement corridors will be cut off, valuable public spaces
will be lost, and more. This would set a terrible precedent by
demolishing what should remain a protected area.

The freeway will also exacerbate urban sprawl and further burden
Arizona's taxpayers. Its construction would continue ADOT's trend of
forcing residents to remain vehicle-dependent while paying for
infrastructure so that others can live farther and farther from a city
center.

Please help protect our communities, our health, and our environment by
selecting the No Action Alternative. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Derrig
19006 N 76th Ave
Glendale, AZ 85308-8300
(623) 561-1545
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1 Alternatives, No-
Action (No-Build) 
Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Purpose and Need Although the region’s freeways are now congested during the peak travel period, 
conditions in 2035 without the proposed freeway would be substantially worse with 
more congested areas and congested conditions for longer periods of time (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 1-21 and 1-22). 
Congestion relief resulting from the proposed freeway would provide localized 
reductions of delays on arterial streets and at interchanges. Reduced travel times 
would result in lower exposure to elevated concentrations of mobile source air 
toxics occurring in traffic. Other benefits of the proposed freeway in comparison 
to the No-Action Alternative are presented in Table 3-9 on page 3-38 of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement.

3 Alternatives Federal regulations stipulate that an environmental impact statement shall 
“rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives” (40 Code of 
Federal Regulations § 1502.14; see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-1). 
All alternatives were screened using a multidisciplinary set of criteria. Nonfreeway 
alternatives were considered (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 
3-3 through 3-6). Among other things, the study took into account improving 
existing freeways, improving or expanding other travel modes, strategies to reduce 
travel demand, and various roadway configurations. This study examined not only 
the potential impacts from improvements, but also the consequences of building 
nothing, the No-Action Alternative. As proposed by the Maricopa Association 
of Governments, the South Mountain Freeway would be part of the Regional 
Freeway and Highway System. Other transportation improvements such as mass 
transit and local roads are specified in the Regional Transportation Plan and were 
considered during the evaluation of this proposed new freeway. As noted in the 
Final Environmental Impact Statement (see page 3-60), the proposed freeway would 
provide opportunities to enhance operation of future mass transit improvements.

4 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

5 Health Effects

6 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

7 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife

(Responses continue on next page)
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8 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Unplanned growth is often termed “urban sprawl.” Generally, this term is used in 
the context of rapid and uncontrolled urban growth onto previously undeveloped 
land—usually on the outskirts of an existing urban area. Projects like the proposed 
freeway are often identified as contributors to urban sprawl. Freeway projects 
are often cited as making land at the urban fringe more accessible and, therefore, 
more attractive for development. However, examination of data comparing 
population and land use between 1975 and 2000 suggests major transportation 
projects like the proposed freeway do not induce growth in the region (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-170 through 4-174). The proposed 
action would be implemented in a historically quickly urbanizing area (most 
noticeably in the Western Section of the Study Area, although the nationwide 
recession which began in 2007 slowed growth). In the Eastern Section of the Study 
Area, the proposed freeway would abut public parkland, Native American land, 
and a near-fully developed area—therefore, any contribution to accelerated or 
induced growth would be constrained. The proposed freeway would be built in an 
area planned for urban growth as established in local jurisdictions’ land use plans 
for at least the last 25 years.
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Document Created: 6/18/2013 11:55:08 PM by Web Comment Form

Very useful presentation, gives citizens overview quickly. I personally support project. I
live in Fishkill Reserve community and some homes in our community are going to be
impacted. However,I believe, for vast majority of residents this highway will be beneficial as it
will improve access. I still do not know, if proposed highway will be elevated , or only be
elevated throughout or only at certain places. I still do not know, how our view of Estrella
mountains and South Mountain will remain ? 

Mukesh Desai

1

1 Design The freeway profile, or elevation, is determined by a number of engineering 
factors including geology, drainage, and cost, among others. Like most freeways 
in the Phoenix metropolitan area, the proposed South Mountain Freeway would 
maintain a rolling profile, being elevated above most major cross streets and 
dropping to near ground level between interchanges (see Figure s 3-20 to 3-25 
beginning on Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-42).



 Comment Response Appendix • B1419

Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 

From: Michelle
To: Projects
Subject: against freeway expansion in Ahwatukee
Date: Tuesday, June 04, 2013 9:37:41 PM

I've been a resident of Ahwatukee since 2001, and I originally worked here as a 
teacher starting in 1995. I do not know, nor have I ever known, one person who is 
in favor of this freeway. Everyone I know opposes it. 

We are concerned about air pollution, noise pollution, and safety. We moved here 
because this is a quiet and safe bedroom community. Tearing away people's homes
and a local place of worship to build yet another freeway is unconscionable. 

Please listen to local residents' wishes and halt this project. 

If you must move forward and continue to pollute this city even more with yet 
another freeway, then there are miles of Indian reservation that can be built upon 
which will avoid the senseless destruction of taxpayers' properties.

Thank you.

Best,
Michelle DeSpain
Ahwatukee Resident -- 85048

P.S. Allergies, asthma, and respiratory issues have skyrocketed in Maricopa County 
in recent years. As educated citizens, we are all very much aware of the link 
between pollution and these health issues. Shouldn't the health and wellbeing of 
citizens be the #1 priority of our city? 

5

1

6

4

2 3

1 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Noise

3 Neighborhoods/
Communities

While the City of Phoenix Police Department reported in 2005 that it did not 
have any statistics specific to crime adjacent to freeways, the Police Department 
did note that, based on its experience, there does not appear to be a correlation 
between crime rates and freeways. See Final Environmental Impact Statement 
sidebar on page 4-21.

4 Neighborhoods/
Communities

A freeway has been planned in this location for many years (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-1 and 4-21). Homes and the church were 
built after freeway was conceived and per state law should have been informed of 
the proposed facility (Sellers are obligated by Arizona common law to disclose all 
known material facts about a property to the buyer.).

5 Alternatives, 
Gila River Indian 
Community 
Alignment

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

6 Health Effects
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Document Created: 7/14/2013 5:32:41 PM by Web Comment Form

This project is an important part of the regional transportation system in Maricopa
County.  Funding has been approved through Proposition 400 and it is paramount that the
project move forward while funding is in place.  I fully support this project and look forward to
it's completion.

Susan Detwiler

1

1 Comment noted.
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1 Cultural Resources The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Alternatives, No-
Action (No-Build) 
Alternative

3 Noise

4 Air Quality

5 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife

6 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)
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www.drivernix.com
Driver and Nix Court Reporters - (602) 266-6525

Page 81

1          And the Gila River Indian Community for years

2 has been opposed to the build and the people and the

3 state have bent over backwards to accommodate their

4 wishes.  The proposed build of the freeway now does not

5 encroach on their land, and because of the painstaking

6 efforts of so many people, I would ask now that they

7 respect our wishes and needs, so that we can build this

8 much-needed thoroughfare so the west side of the Valley

9 can prosper in the same way as the east side of the

10 Valley.  Thank you very much.

11          THE FACILITATOR:  Thank you.

12          If you'd like to speak, please go out to the

13 registration table and get registered.  Your name will

14 appear on our list and we'll call you up.  Thank you.

15          Jeane Devine.  Could you come over to this

16 microphone, we're going to switch you guys.

17          MS. DEVINE:  Am I -- can you hear me?  Thank you

18 very much for having these hearings also.  I wrote just

19 from my heart like why I'm here and why I'm opposed to

20 the South Mountain freeway.  I grew up in Chicago, I

21 moved to the Phoenix area in 1974 and South Mountain Park

22 was one of the first places that I hiked, I'm still

23 hiking today; I'm 71 years old.  I still rave about this

24 wonderful place of South Mountain Park to out-of-town

25 visitors.  And we have the largest city park in the

4410

(Comment codes begin on next page)
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www.drivernix.com
Driver and Nix Court Reporters - (602) 266-6525

Page 82

1 United States, 11-mile trail from east to west, and no

2 matter how full the parking lot in Ahwatukee, which is

3 where I usually park, the trails always feels like

4 wilderness, if you don't look down into the Valley.

5          But when I worked in South Phoenix also, I

6 organized and led hikes for low-income South Phoenix

7 families and I showed them petroglyphs and talked of

8 native peoples who passed through here for thousands of

9 years.  This is awe-inspiring to consider how we remain

10 connected our past.  It's indeed sacred and an important

11 lesson to teach our children.

12          So I have three reasons why I'm really opposed

13 to this freeway.  The first one is we must respect the

14 people who lived here first and have for generations

15 since.  Native people from the Gila River Indian

16 Community voted against allowing the freeway through

17 their lands and sacred places.  When European Americans

18 first came to these lands, we did not respect their

19 beliefs.  We were wrong then and we must not repeat these

20 errors.  If Native Americans do not want this highway,

21 then we must not violate their wishes.

22          Number two, division and destruction of land

23 causes pollution.  Noise and carbon monoxide don't stop

24 at the side of a highway.  Animals native to this land,

25 pumas, coyotes, javelinas, birds, reptiles belong here

1

2

3

5

4

1 Cultural Resources The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Alternatives, No-
Action (No-Build) 
Alternative

3 Noise

4 Air Quality

5 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife
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Page 83

1 and we have the responsibility to protect their habitats.

2 During my lifetime we have come a long ways in learning

3 the importance of environment and interconnectivity, so

4 do not break this growing respect for our environment.

5          And the third reason I have is that homeowners

6 have the responsibility to consider transportation before

7 they buy a home.  I have owned five homes during my life,

8 I know what it means to look at your home and where

9 you're going to live, and I believe it's outrageous and

10 arrogant to move into an area and then try to change its

11 very essence for our personal comfort.  It's the attitude

12 of now I'm here, so you need to change things for me.

13 It's a terrible message to send our children.

14          I love this park and I ask you to send our

15 children a message of the importance of respect and

16 protection of our heritage and natural environment by

17 saying no to building a freeway through South Mountain

18 Park.  Thank you.

19          THE FACILITATOR:  Thank you.

20          Anybody who would like to speak, please go out

21 to the registration table, get registered, we'll be happy

22 to hear you.

23          Mike Franklin.  Could you come to this mic over

24 here, please.

25          MR. FRANKLIN:  Must be on.  Okay.  My name is

6 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

6
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Do the 202
Date: Monday, May 20, 2013 8:42:05 AM

From: Sean Dhaemers [mailto:badraptor@aol.com] 
Sent: Friday, May 17, 2013 7:15 PM
To: Projects
Subject: Do the 202

This must be done please consider

From my Android phone on T-Mobile. The first nationwide 4G network.

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1 Comment noted.

1
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: South Mountain Freeway Comment For Record
Date: Monday, July 15, 2013 11:12:00 AM

Thank you,
Matthew Eberhart
Community Relations Officer
1655 W Jackson St. MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602-712-2060
azdot.gov

-----Original Message-----
From: Keith Diamanti [mailto:kjdiamanti@yahoo.com]
Sent: Monday, July 15, 2013 11:08 AM
To: Projects
Subject: South Mountain Freeway Comment For Record

Keith, Patricia, Alex and Thomas Diamanti of 16208 S. Reserve Drive are strictly against the freeway
being placed on Pecos Blvd due to various environmental and health issues.

Sent from my iPhone

________________________________

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for
use by the person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any
unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient,
please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus attachments.
.

1 Comment noted.

1
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

5/16/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

4:07 PM
CALLER:

DIANE
CALLER ADDRESS:

3303 SOUTH 22ND AVENUE, PHOENIX, AZ 
PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I support the 202 Freeway. Thank you.

1 Comment noted.

1
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Document Created: 4/27/2013 8:42:54 AM by Web Comment Form

I live on 55th Ave and Southern Ave in Laveen. My concern is the increase in noise this
freeway would cause for the area. Also, is Southern Ave going to be an exit for this
freeway..If so, will ADOT add more traffic lights for residents that live on 55th Ave and
Southern due to the increase of traffic this would cause. 

Jesus Diaz

1

2

1 Noise The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Traffic Traffic interchanges (on- and off-ramps) would be located at Van Buren Street, 
Buckeye Road, Lower Buckeye Road, Broadway Road, Southern Avenue, Baseline 
Road, Dobbins Road, Elliot Road, 51st Avenue, 17th Avenue, Desert Foothills 
Parkway, 24th Street, and 40th Street. In the immediate area of the interchanges, 
the crossroads would be widened to their ultimate lane configuration based on 
the City of Phoenix General Plan. Adjacent improvements such as signals and road 
widening would be the responsibility of the City of Phoenix.
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

7/11/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

10:16 AM
CALLER:

MARIA DIAZ
CALLER ADDRESS:

6413 W. SOUTHERN AVE.
PHONE: EMAIL:

602-330-3890
CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
My name is Maria Diaz. I live at 6413 West Southern. I am not pleased with what is going to happen 
with 59th Avenue because it will affect my house. Thank you very much. 

RESPONSE:

Mi nombre es Maria Diaz. Yo vivo en el 6413 West Southern Avenue. No estoy satisfecho con 
lo que va a pasar con la avenida 59 ª, ya que afecta a mi casa. ¡muchas gracias

RESPONSE DATE: RESPONSE TIME: HDR STAFF INITIAL:

1

1 Acquisitions and 
Relocations

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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From: Sierra Club on behalf of Ben Dibell
To: Projects
Subject: Comments in opposition to South Mountain Freeway
Date: Monday, May 27, 2013 6:14:23 PM

May 27, 2013

Arizona Department of Transportation South Mountain Study Team
1655 W Jackson St, MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Dear South Mountain Study Team,

I am writing to express my opposition to the proposed South Mountain
Freeway and to urge ADOT to select the No-Build Alternative.

The proposed freeway would cause more problems than it would solve. In
addition, it would only provide short-term congestion relief. As is
evident by our numerous clogged roads and freeways, many of which have
recently been built or widened, building more roads is not the answer.
ADOT needs to instead focus on planning for and investing in long-term
transportation solutions, including mass transit. The only way to
effectively reduce congestion and mobilize people is by reducing the
number of vehicles utilizing our roads, not by encouraging more to use
them.

South Mountain Freeway would have incredible negative impacts on our
communities. Despite what the DEIS claims, air quality in the region
would worsen over time, increasing public health risks. As more
vehicles fill the "uncongested" areas this freeway would
temporarily provide, more pollution will be spewed into the air,
exacerbating asthma, cancer, and other diseases.

The freeway would also negatively effect our environment. South
Mountain Park is the largest city park in our nation. It was set aside
to protect resources and to benefit our communities. By blasting a
freeway through a portion of this park, wildlife and habitat will be
destroyed, movement corridors will be cut off, valuable public spaces
will be lost, and more. This would set a terrible precedent by
demolishing what should remain a protected area.

The freeway will also exacerbate urban sprawl and further burden
Arizona's taxpayers. Its construction would continue ADOT's trend of
forcing residents to remain vehicle-dependent while paying for
infrastructure so that others can live farther and farther from a city
center.

Please help protect our communities, our health, and our environment by
selecting the No Action Alternative. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ben Dibell
948 S Alma School Rd
Mesa, AZ 85210-2048
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1 Alternatives, No-
Action (No-Build) 
Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Purpose and Need Although the region’s freeways are now congested during the peak travel period, 
conditions in 2035 without the proposed freeway would be substantially worse with 
more congested areas and congested conditions for longer periods of time (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 1-21 and 1-22). 
Congestion relief resulting from the proposed freeway would provide localized 
reductions of delays on arterial streets and at interchanges. Reduced travel times 
would result in lower exposure to elevated concentrations of mobile source air 
toxics occurring in traffic. Other benefits of the proposed freeway in comparison 
to the No-Action Alternative are presented in Table 3-9 on page 3-38 of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement.

3 Alternatives Federal regulations stipulate that an environmental impact statement shall 
“rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives” (40 Code of 
Federal Regulations § 1502.14; see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-1). 
All alternatives were screened using a multidisciplinary set of criteria. Nonfreeway 
alternatives were considered (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 
3-3 through 3-6). Among other things, the study took into account improving 
existing freeways, improving or expanding other travel modes, strategies to reduce 
travel demand, and various roadway configurations. This study examined not only 
the potential impacts from improvements, but also the consequences of building 
nothing, the No-Action Alternative. As proposed by the Maricopa Association 
of Governments, the South Mountain Freeway would be part of the Regional 
Freeway and Highway System. Other transportation improvements such as mass 
transit and local roads are specified in the Regional Transportation Plan and were 
considered during the evaluation of this proposed new freeway. As noted in the 
Final Environmental Impact Statement (see page 3-60), the proposed freeway would 
provide opportunities to enhance operation of future mass transit improvements.

4 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

5 Health Effects

6 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

7 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife

(Responses continue on next page)
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8 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Unplanned growth is often termed “urban sprawl.” Generally, this term is used in 
the context of rapid and uncontrolled urban growth onto previously undeveloped 
land—usually on the outskirts of an existing urban area. Projects like the proposed 
freeway are often identified as contributors to urban sprawl. Freeway projects 
are often cited as making land at the urban fringe more accessible and, therefore, 
more attractive for development. However, examination of data comparing 
population and land use between 1975 and 2000 suggests major transportation 
projects like the proposed freeway do not induce growth in the region (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-170 through 4-174). The proposed 
action would be implemented in a historically quickly urbanizing area (most 
noticeably in the Western Section of the Study Area, although the nationwide 
recession which began in 2007 slowed growth). In the Eastern Section of the Study 
Area, the proposed freeway would abut public parkland, Native American land, 
and a near-fully developed area—therefore, any contribution to accelerated or 
induced growth would be constrained. The proposed freeway would be built in an 
area planned for urban growth as established in local jurisdictions’ land use plans 
for at least the last 25 years.
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From: Sierra Club on behalf of Ben Dibell
To: Projects
Subject: Comments in opposition to South Mountain Freeway
Date: Monday, May 27, 2013 6:14:23 PM

May 27, 2013

Arizona Department of Transportation South Mountain Study Team
1655 W Jackson St, MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Dear South Mountain Study Team,

I am writing to express my opposition to the proposed South Mountain
Freeway and to urge ADOT to select the No-Build Alternative.

The proposed freeway would cause more problems than it would solve. In
addition, it would only provide short-term congestion relief. As is
evident by our numerous clogged roads and freeways, many of which have
recently been built or widened, building more roads is not the answer.
ADOT needs to instead focus on planning for and investing in long-term
transportation solutions, including mass transit. The only way to
effectively reduce congestion and mobilize people is by reducing the
number of vehicles utilizing our roads, not by encouraging more to use
them.

South Mountain Freeway would have incredible negative impacts on our
communities. Despite what the DEIS claims, air quality in the region
would worsen over time, increasing public health risks. As more
vehicles fill the "uncongested" areas this freeway would
temporarily provide, more pollution will be spewed into the air,
exacerbating asthma, cancer, and other diseases.

The freeway would also negatively effect our environment. South
Mountain Park is the largest city park in our nation. It was set aside
to protect resources and to benefit our communities. By blasting a
freeway through a portion of this park, wildlife and habitat will be
destroyed, movement corridors will be cut off, valuable public spaces
will be lost, and more. This would set a terrible precedent by
demolishing what should remain a protected area.

The freeway will also exacerbate urban sprawl and further burden
Arizona's taxpayers. Its construction would continue ADOT's trend of
forcing residents to remain vehicle-dependent while paying for
infrastructure so that others can live farther and farther from a city
center.

Please help protect our communities, our health, and our environment by
selecting the No Action Alternative. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ben Dibell
948 S Alma School Rd
Mesa, AZ 85210-2048
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1 Alternatives, No-
Action (No-Build) 
Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Purpose and Need Although the region’s freeways are now congested during the peak travel period, 
conditions in 2035 without the proposed freeway would be substantially worse with 
more congested areas and congested conditions for longer periods of time (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 1-21 and 1-22). 
Congestion relief resulting from the proposed freeway would provide localized 
reductions of delays on arterial streets and at interchanges. Reduced travel times 
would result in lower exposure to elevated concentrations of mobile source air 
toxics occurring in traffic. Other benefits of the proposed freeway in comparison 
to the No-Action Alternative are presented in Table 3-9 on page 3-38 of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement.

3 Alternatives Federal regulations stipulate that an environmental impact statement shall 
“rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives” (40 Code of 
Federal Regulations § 1502.14; see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-1). 
All alternatives were screened using a multidisciplinary set of criteria. Nonfreeway 
alternatives were considered (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 
3-3 through 3-6). Among other things, the study took into account improving 
existing freeways, improving or expanding other travel modes, strategies to reduce 
travel demand, and various roadway configurations. This study examined not only 
the potential impacts from improvements, but also the consequences of building 
nothing, the No-Action Alternative. As proposed by the Maricopa Association 
of Governments, the South Mountain Freeway would be part of the Regional 
Freeway and Highway System. Other transportation improvements such as mass 
transit and local roads are specified in the Regional Transportation Plan and were 
considered during the evaluation of this proposed new freeway. As noted in the 
Final Environmental Impact Statement (see page 3-60), the proposed freeway would 
provide opportunities to enhance operation of future mass transit improvements.

4 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

5 Health Effects

6 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

7 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife

(Responses continue on next page)
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8 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Unplanned growth is often termed “urban sprawl.” Generally, this term is used in 
the context of rapid and uncontrolled urban growth onto previously undeveloped 
land—usually on the outskirts of an existing urban area. Projects like the proposed 
freeway are often identified as contributors to urban sprawl. Freeway projects 
are often cited as making land at the urban fringe more accessible and, therefore, 
more attractive for development. However, examination of data comparing 
population and land use between 1975 and 2000 suggests major transportation 
projects like the proposed freeway do not induce growth in the region (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-170 through 4-174). The proposed 
action would be implemented in a historically quickly urbanizing area (most 
noticeably in the Western Section of the Study Area, although the nationwide 
recession which began in 2007 slowed growth). In the Eastern Section of the Study 
Area, the proposed freeway would abut public parkland, Native American land, 
and a near-fully developed area—therefore, any contribution to accelerated or 
induced growth would be constrained. The proposed freeway would be built in an 
area planned for urban growth as established in local jurisdictions’ land use plans 
for at least the last 25 years.
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Freeway Extersion-202
Date: Monday, July 08, 2013 8:49:44 AM

Thank you,
Matthew Eberhart
Community Relations Officer
1655 W Jackson St. MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602-712-2060
azdot.gov

-----Original Message-----
From: Jessica DiGiacomo [mailto:jessiejoy.jd@gmail.com]
Sent: Sunday, July 07, 2013 3:02 PM
To: Projects
Subject: Freeway Extersion-202

I am an owner at San Simeon Condominium in Ahwatukee and I spend half the year in that home.I
choose to buy in that location because its a quiet area. My home in the city of West Sacramento
California is next to HWY 5 and is 1/2 mile away and it is disgusting with the dust  that ends up in my
home as well as the constant swishing noise from the cars.  I do not support the 202 freeway project
because it will bring noise, and pollution to our neighborhood.
Jessica DiGiacomo
16013 South Desert Foothills Parkway #1159

Sent from my iPad

________________________________

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for
use by the person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any
unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient,
please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus attachments.
.

1 2

1 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Noise
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Document Created: 6/12/2013 4:25:55 PM by Web Comment Form

As a resident of Ahwatukee for over 35 yrs. I believe it's about time we start construction
of the SMF All these delays have been instituted by nothing more then self interest groups.
Example is of  So Mtn. being being desicrated.  I always thought all Indian land was sacred.
Lets face it.  It's all about the money.  Put the freeway on the res. and you have more people
going to the casino and the outlet stores, as well as the resort and golf course and other
attractions.  Lets be real, this freeway is long over due. Pecos Rd is owned by the state, it
sure doesn't make sense to spend more money and put it on the res.  As far as pollution
goes thats another stalling tactic. I live off 51street, should we reroute all of I-10 so my
neighborhood is smog free? of course not . When I came to Arizona I-10 was only two lanes
each way. There was no complaining when it turned to 8&10 lanes.  That was progress.  If
you didn't like it you moved.  If people don't like the SMF you to can move.  Now that home
prices are climbing I haven't heard to much from that group of people. Use common sense
an let ADOT do it's job.  This is progress, weve spent enough time and money for this
project.

t

Michael DiGioia

1

1 Alternatives, 
Gila River Indian 
Community 
Alignment

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

5/18/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

1:13 PM
CALLER:

MAYNARD DILLIMER, ARCHITECT
CALLER ADDRESS:

PHONE:

480-948-6632
EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I support building the South Mountain Freeway. I do not believe there ought to be a toll road in any 
form. I am a retired Architect and (Unintelligible) planning and very knowledgeable on this type of 
thing. This highway is long overdue. Should be done as quickly as possible. But no toll roads involved. 
Thank you for asking.1

1 Alternatives The proposed project is part of the Regional Transportation Plan for the Maricopa 
County region. In 2004, the voters of Maricopa County approved the Regional 
Transportation Plan and the extension of a half-cent sales tax to fund its projects, 
including the proposed freeway. Tolls would not be involved.



 Comment Response Appendix • B1437

Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 

From: Harry Dobell
To: Projects
Subject: South Mountain Freeway
Date: Wednesday, June 05, 2013 4:03:26 PM

I went to the first meeting that was held several years ago for the Foothills area and we were told
that the freeway would be dug down 14 feet with a 10 foot sound wall.   Recently I heard that the
freeway was not going to be dug down 14 feet because of the water runoff from South Mountain. 
We feel that is totally un-acceptable.  You did it for Scottsdale and I think that it should be done for
the foothills area.  The sound reaches my house, 804 feet from the proposed freeway and the
sound from a 10 lane freeway will be much worse.
 
The second issue that I am concerned is with the increase cancer rates from all the particulate from
all the cars and trucks exhausts being blown up against South Mountain with no-where to go.  What
are the expected cancer rate increases? 
 How will this affect all the children in the three schools that are within 800-1,000 feet from the
freeway?
How will this affect the older residents with lung problems?
What will happen if there is an inversion layer and the exhaust gases build up?  What then???
 
Lastly, I don’t recall any comments on the crime rates increases for areas that are between exits and
entrances doubling with pass thru criminals looking for an easy score.
 
I would like an answer to these questions and so far I have been unable to get any.
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1 Design A depressed freeway option was evaluated in the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement and is described on pages 3-15 and 4-91. Although depressing the 
freeway would reduce noise levels, noise walls would still be needed to further 
reduce noise to meet the Arizona Department of Transportation noise policy. 
Whether the freeway is built aboveground with tall walls or belowground with 
shorter walls, the final mitigated noise levels would be nearly the same at nearby 
residences. The major disadvantage of building a depressed freeway would be the 
increased construction cost and the possible acquisition of additional right-of-way 
for pump stations and retention basins.

2 Noise The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

3 Health Effects

4 Air Quality Meteorological information was considered in the air quality analyses [Air Quality 
Assessment: South Mountain Freeway (SR 202L), dated March 1, 2013] conducted 
for the proposed action. Data from Maricopa County Air Quality Department 
and from the Gila River Indian Community monitoring station were compared 
with two, 1-month studies conducted during the winter of 2006 and the spring of 
2007 along Pecos Road in the Study Area. According to the Arizona Department 
of Transportation, 2013, Air Quality Assessment South Mountain Freeway 202L Draft 
Report, review of wind data from the Gila River Indian Reservation Community 
monitoring site at St. Johns suggests that during the morning hours and associated 
with mountain-drainage air flows and stable atmospheric conditions, the wind 
flows are from the southeast and follow the Gila River channel to the north. 
Locations to the east of St. Johns will tend to have a flow from the easterly 
component as the air flows from the east to the lower elevations along the Gila 
River. During the warmer hours with improved mixing, the flows typically follow 
the river channel and come from the north and northwest toward the south and 
southeast.

5 Air Quality During the winter, temperature inversions can inhibit the dispersal of pollution 
(see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 4-70). In the morning, wind flows 
typically follow the terrain to lower elevations. As the day progresses and heating 
occurs, the pollution begins to disperse. Wind flow in the afternoon typically goes 
upward along the terrain. 

6 Neighborhoods/
Communities

While the City of Phoenix Police Department reported in 2005 that it did not 
have any statistics specific to crime adjacent to freeways, the Police Department 
did note that, based on its experience, there does not appear to be a correlation 
between crime rates and freeways. See Final Environmental Impact Statement 
sidebar on page 4-21.
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1 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
Meteorological information was considered in the air quality analyses [Air Quality 
Assessment: South Mountain Freeway (SR 202L), dated March 1, 2013] conducted 
for the proposed action. Data from Maricopa County Air Quality Department 
and from the Gila River Indian Community monitoring station were compared 
with two, 1-month studies conducted during the winter of 2006 and the spring of 
2007 along Pecos Road in the Study Area. According to the Arizona Department 
of Transportation, 2013, Air Quality Assessment South Mountain Freeway 202L Draft 
Report, review of wind data from the Gila River Indian Reservation Community 
monitoring site at St. Johns suggests that during the morning hours and associated 
with mountain-drainage air flows winds and stable atmospheric conditions, 
the wind flows are from the southeast and follow the Gila River channel to the 
north. Locations to the east of St. Johns will tend to have a flow from the easterly 
component as the air flows from the east to the lower elevations along the Gila 
River. During the warmer hours with improved mixing, the flows typically follow 
the river channel and come from the north and northwest toward the south and 
southeast.

2 Air Quality During the winter, temperature inversions can inhibit the dispersal of pollution 
(see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 4-70). In the morning, wind flows 
typically follow the terrain to lower elevations. As the day progresses and heating 
occurs, the pollution begins to disperse. Wind flow in the afternoon typically goes 
upward along the terrain.

3 Health Effects The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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1

2

1 Noise The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix. 
The Federal Highway Administration developed the noise regulations as required 
by the Federal-Aid Highway Act of 1970 (Public Law 91-605, 84 Stat. 1713). The 
regulation, 23 Code of Federal Regulations 772 Procedures for Abatement of 
Highway Traffic Noise and Construction Noise, applies to highway construction 
projects where a State department of transportation has requested Federal 
funding for participation in the project. The regulations contain noise abatement 
criteria, which represent the upper limit of acceptable highway traffic noise 
for different types of land uses and human activities. The regulations do not 
require meeting the abatement criteria in every instance. Rather, they require 
highway agencies make every reasonable and feasible effort to provide noise 
mitigation when the criteria are approached or exceeded. Compliance with the 
noise regulations is a prerequisite for the granting of Federal-aid highway funds 
for construction or reconstruction of a highway. In 1998, the Federal Highway 
Administration released the Traffic Noise Model, which has been upgraded several 
times since its release. It was developed as a means for aiding compliance with 
policies and procedures under Federal Highway Administration regulations. The 
model is a state-of-the-art computer program used for predicting noise impacts 
in the vicinity of highways. It uses advances in personal computer hardware 
and software to improve upon the accuracy and ease of modeling highway 
noise, including the design of effective, cost-efficient highway noise barriers. 
These components are supported by a scientifically founded and experimentally 
calibrated acoustic computation methodology, as well as an entirely new, and 
more flexible data base, than the former model. The database consists of over 
6000 measurements at forty sites across the country. 

2 Neighborhoods/
Communities

While the City of Phoenix Police Department reported in 2005 that it did not 
have any statistics specific to crime adjacent to freeways, the Police Department 
did note that, based on its experience, there does not appear to be a correlation 
between crime rates and freeways. See Final Environmental Impact Statement 
sidebar on page 4-21.
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www.drivernix.com
Driver and Nix Court Reporters - (602) 266-6525

Page 2

1             MR. DOBELL:  My name is Harry DoBell and

2 I live at 1664 East Glenhaven Drive which would be

3 804 feet from the new freeway.  When I went to the

4 very first meeting, it was about three or four years

5 ago.  I can't remember.  We were told that the

6 freeway would be dug down 14 feet with a 10 foot

7 sound wall.

8             Since that time, we now have been told

9 that it's not going to be dug down which will

10 increase the noise and the exhaust gases coming into

11 our neighborhood.  We now have probably less than

12 50,000 cars a day by there, and it's going to be

13 150,000 with the freeway.  At the current rate level

14 of cancer for 40,000 cars, it's going to triple with

15 150,000 cars, and I haven't heard anyone address that

16 issue of what can be done about it to mitigate it.

17             My house is approximately 18 years old

18 and does not have soundproof windows.  At this time,

19 I can hear noise from Pecos lightly.  With 150,000

20 diesel trucks morning, noon and night, what is going

21 to be done about the sound mitigation?  And digging

22 it down 14 feet with a 10 foot wall would have

23 helped, but now what is it going to be?

24             Also crime rates.  We've been told that

25 if you live between an entrance and an exit on an
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1 Design A depressed freeway option was evaluated in the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement and is described on pages 3-15 and 4-91. Although depressing the 
freeway would reduce noise levels, noise walls would still be needed to further 
reduce noise to meet the Arizona Department of Transportation noise policy. 
Whether the freeway is built aboveground with tall walls or belowground with 
shorter walls, the final mitigated noise levels would be nearly the same at nearby 
residences. The major disadvantage of building a depressed freeway would be the 
increased construction cost and the possible acquisition of additional right-of-way 
for pump stations and retention basins.

2 Noise The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

3 Health Effects

4 Noise Noise barriers are designed to provide a substantial reduction in noise levels 
along freeways, but do not and cannot eliminate noise from passing into nearby 
neighborhoods. Just because noise can be heard does not mean that noise 
barriers are ineffective. Even at the levels considered “acceptable” by the Arizona 
Department of Transportation Noise Abatement Policy and Federal Highway 
Administration regulations, noise is still readily audible and can be heard for some 
distance from the freeway.

5 Purpose and 
Need, Truck 
Bypass

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

6 Neighborhoods/
Communities

While the City of Phoenix Police Department reported in 2005 that it did not 
have any statistics specific to crime adjacent to freeways, the Police Department 
did note that, based on its experience, there does not appear to be a correlation 
between crime rates and freeways. See Final Environmental Impact Statement 
sidebar on page 4-21.

5
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www.drivernix.com
Driver and Nix Court Reporters - (602) 266-6525

Page 3

1 interstate freeway, your crime rates will go up 100

2 percent.  Has anybody addressed that?  That's all

3 I've got to say.
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www.drivernix.com
Driver and Nix Court Reporters - (602) 266-6525

Page 5

1             MR. DOBELL:  My name is Harry DoBell.  My

2 concern is with 150,000 cars a day going by there and

3 a lot of them being trucks, diesel trucks, diesel is

4 known for carcinogens, and all that buildup is going

5 to be blown up against South Mountain and stuck

6 there.  What are the conditions going to be?  How are

7 people with breathing problems and older people going

8 to -- how are they going to handle it?  And has any

9 tests been done?  Has any things been done to see

10 what it would be with a buildup?  Because I haven't

11 heard of any.
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1 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
Meteorological information was considered in the air quality analyses [Air Quality 
Assessment: South Mountain Freeway (SR 202L), dated March 1, 2013] conducted 
for the proposed action. Data from Maricopa County Air Quality Department 
and from the Gila River Indian Community monitoring station were compared 
with two, 1-month studies conducted during the winter of 2006 and the spring of 
2007 along Pecos Road in the Study Area. According to the Arizona Department 
of Transportation, 2013, Air Quality Assessment South Mountain Freeway 202L Draft 
Report, review of wind data from the Gila River Indian Reservation Community 
monitoring site at St. Johns suggests that during the morning hours and associated 
with mountain-drainage air flows winds and stable atmospheric conditions, 
the wind flows are from the southeast and follow the Gila River channel to the 
north. Locations to the east of St. Johns will tend to have a flow from the easterly 
component as the air flows from the east to the lower elevations along the Gila 
River. During the warmer hours with improved mixing, the flows typically follow 
the river channel and come from the north and northwest toward the south and 
southeast.

2 Health Effects The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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From: Paul Dodson
To: Projects
Subject: south mountain freeway
Date: Monday, May 27, 2013 1:52:58 PM

As a resident of the 51 st, ave. Mc dowell  rd. area for the past 40 + years . It is my experience that
the congestion on I -10 from 27 th. To 83 rd. avenues has reached it’s max. you can not get on or off
the freeway with any measure of safety. As a trucker with over 50 years of driving the roads it
would be safer to hook into the 303 . as most truckers that don’t need to be in the city take buckeye

or cut down to I -80.  The Indian nation would be happier if the truckers did not take 51st. ave.  to
get to Tucson. The outer loop off 303 and I-10 would benefit all the truckers, Indian nation and
travlers. Our city traffic is maxed out too much now. As an added benefit the Indians would have
another area to build another casino. Thank you

1

1 Alternatives, W59 
Alternative Versus 
W101 Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Purpose and 
Need, Truck 
Bypass

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix. 
State Route 30 is planned to connect the South Mountain Freeway to State 
Route 303L (see Figure  1-2 on page 1-6 of the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement). 

2
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

05/13/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

12:04 PM
CALLER:

DAVID DOIRON
CALLER ADDRESS:

332 AEPLI DRIVE, TEMPE, AZ S85282
PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I am in favor of the Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway in the southwest valley. Thanks.1

1 Comment noted.
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

6/15/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

11:57 AM
CALLER:

WILLIAM DOLAN
CALLER ADDRESS:

SUN CITY WEST, ARIZONA
PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I am in favor of the new South Mountain freeway.  Goodbye.1

1 Comment noted.
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1 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
In May 2012, the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality submitted 
a revised Maricopa Association of Governments 2012 Five Percent Plan for 
the region. On July 20, 2012, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
made an official finding that the Maricopa Association of Governments 2012 
Five Percent Plan was administratively complete. This decision ended the 
sanctions clocks associated with Arizona’s decision to withdraw the Maricopa 
Association of Governments 2007 Five Percent Plan. On February 6, 2014, the 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency published a notice in the Federal Register 
proposing to approve the Maricopa Association of Governments 2012 Five Percent 
Plan for Attainment of the PM-10 Standard for the Maricopa County Nonattainment 
Area. In the same notice, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency stated that 
it would concur with exceptional event (as a result of haboobs and dust storms) 
documentation prepared by the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality, 
which would give the region the 3 years of clean data needed for attainment of 
the particulate matter (PM10) 24-hour standard. Finally on May 30, 2014, the 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency approved the 2012 Five Percent Plan and 
found the area in attainment of the 24-hour particulate matter (PM10) standard 
based on monitoring data for the years 2010 to 2012 (see page 4-72 of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement for more information).

2 Health Effects The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

(Responses continue on next page)
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3 Noise The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
Operation of the freeway would cause an increase in noise levels that would vary 
in intensity depending on factors such as amount of traffic, travel speeds, time of 
day, and day of the week. Nighttime noise levels would be less than daytime noise 
levels. Some species rely on hearing to avoid predators, communicate, and find 
food (Noise Pollution Clearinghouse 2004). As noted in the Final Environmental 
Impact Statement on page 4-136, an increase in traffic noise may affect the ability 
of some animals to hear at a level necessary for survival when near the proposed 
action. In addition, hearing loss resulting from vehicle noise has been shown to 
occur in some desert animals (Bondello and Brattstrom 1979).
As discussed in the Noise Analysis Technical Report in support of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement, the proposed South Mountain Freeway was 
modeled in the latest version of the Traffic Noise Model (version 2.5). This is a 
three-dimensional model that factors in elements of the proposed freeway using 
x, y, and z coordinates. The model did account for the elevations of the freeway, 
nearby homes that may be elevated above the road, surrounding topography, and 
any mitigation measures such as barriers between the homes and freeway. This 
is the same procedure and same model used for other freeway projects in the 
Phoenix metropolitan area and across the country.

4 Alternatives, W59 
Alternative Versus 
W101 Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
Analysis of impacts in future conditions accounted for cumulative effects of the 
planned 2035 roadway network including the proposed freeway. 40 Code of Federal 
Regulations § 1508.7 defines cumulative impacts as “the impact on the environment 
which results from the incremental impact of the action when added to other past, 
present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions regardless of what agency or 
person undertakes such other actions.” The future conditions with and without 
the proposed freeway are presented in Figure  3-40 on page 3-66 of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement. As noted on page 1-13 of the Final Environmental 
Impact Statement, the 2035 transportation network includes all improvements 
from the Maricopa Association of Governments Regional Transportation Plan except 
for the proposed freeway in the Study Area. The traffic projections also included 
Maricopa Association of Governments’ projected growth in population, housing, 
and employment in the Maricopa Association of Governments region, which can 
result from public or private actions. 

5 Trucks The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

(Responses continue on next page)
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6 Air Quality Assessment of mobile source air toxics is presented in the Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement beginning on page 4-68 and the summary information about 
the findings of the Joint Air Toxics Assessment Project study is provided as 
background information in the Draft and Final Environmental Impact Statements, 
but the study itself is not relevant to the type of analysis done pursuant to the 
Federal Highway Administration’s mobile source air toxics guidance, which is an 
emissions analysis. Monitored ambient concentrations of mobile source air toxics 
(the focus of the Joint Air Toxics Assessment Project) do not inform this type of 
analysis. While monitoring data can be useful for defining current conditions in 
the affected environment (to the extent that the monitoring data are current), 
they don’t tell us anything about future conditions, or the impacts of the project 
itself, which is why an emissions analysis was performed. The mobile source 
air toxic analysis presented beginning on page 4-77 of the Final Environmental 
Impact Statement is an estimated inventory of mobile source air toxic emissions 
for the entire Study Area for 2025 and 2035. This approach was used because the 
inventory estimate accounts for changes in traffic and emissions on all roadways 
affected by a proposed project, and would, therefore, be a more reliable predictor 
of changes in exposure to mobile source air toxics.
The Draft and Final Environmental Impact Statements present information and 
analysis about the proposed action and the enhanced conditions when compared 
against the No-Action Alternative and would not cause significant adverse effects. 
The Federal Highway Administration and Arizona Department of Transportation 
Draft and Final Environmental Impact Statements account for the potential 
effects when considering both adverse and beneficial impacts. The Draft and Final 
Environmental Impact Statements provide in-depth discussion of potential air 
quality impacts of the proposed alternatives.
The carbon monoxide analysis presented on page 4-65 of the Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement and updated on page 4-75 of the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement represents projected carbon monoxide concentrations along the 
project corridor, including those proposed interchange locations along the 
South Mountain Freeway corridor. The Arizona Department of Transportation 
also conducted a quantitative particulate matter (PM10) hot-spot analysis that 
is discussed on page 4-76 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement. Both of 
these analyses demonstrate that the health-based National
Ambient Air Quality Standards for carbon monoxide and particulate matter (PM10) 
would not be exceeded at worst-case locations along the project corridor.
The emission modeling developed for the proposed action showed that for 
the mobile source air toxics study area, there would be little difference in total 
annual emissions of mobile source air toxics emissions between the Preferred and 
No-Action Alternatives (less than a 1 percent difference) in 2025 and 2035. With 
the Preferred Alternative in 2035, modeled mobile source air toxics emissions 
would decrease by 57 percent to more than 90 percent, depending on the 
pollutant, despite a 47 percent increase in vehicle miles traveled in the Study Area 
compared with 2012 conditions (see discussion beginning on page 4-77 of the 
Final Environmental Impact Statement).
The carbon monoxide and particulate matter (PM10) analyses demonstrated 
that the proposed freeway would not contribute to any new localized violations, 
increase the frequency or severity of any existing violation, or delay timely 
attainment of the National Ambient Air Quality Standards or any required interim 
emissions reductions or other milestones.

(Responses continue on next page)
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7 Hazardous 
Materials

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted Public 
Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

8 Environmental 
Justice/Lifestyle

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement describes a decade-long consultation 
and coordination effort led by the Arizona Department of Transportation and the 
Federal Highway Administration with the Gila River Indian Community and other 
Native American tribes. As a result of the consultation, the cultural importance 
of the South Mountains is acknowledged in the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement in several locations, notably page 5-26. The proposed project would 
accommodate and preserve (to the fullest extent possible from the available 
alternatives) access to the South Mountains for religious practices. 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act requires a government-
to-government relationship between the Federal Government and Indian 
tribes as described beginning on page 4-140 of the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement. Section 106 requires federal agencies take into account the effects 
of their undertakings on historic properties and requires consultation with 
tribal authorities. Consultation has occurred with Gila River Indian Community 
government officials, the Tribal Historic Preservation Officer, the Cultural 
Resource Management Program, other tribes, and the State Historic Preservation 
Office and has led to concurrence from the Gila River Indian Community Tribal 
Historic Preservation Office and the State Historic Preservation Office on National 
Register of Historic Places eligibility recommendations (including traditional 
cultural properties like the South Mountains), project effects, and proposed 
mitigation and measures to minimize harm. This consultation has been ongoing 
and will continue until any commitments in a record of decision are completed.
The section entitled Title VI and Environmental Justice, beginning on page 4-29 in 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, presents acceptable methods, data, 
and assumptions to assess the potential for disproportionately high and adverse 
effects from the proposed action on environmental justice populations and 
disparate impacts to populations protected under Title VI. Based on the content 
of the section, no such effects would result from the action alternatives.
In light of comments received on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, 
the above-referenced conclusions were confirmed in the preparation of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement. To provide further clarity, the discussions of 
environmental justice and Title VI were separated and additional text explaining 
the relationship of environmental justice and Title VI to various environmental 
elements was added throughout Chapter 4, Affected Environment, Environmental 
Consequences, and Mitigation, as exemplified by the inserted text on page 4-29 of the 
Final Environmental Impact Statement.
Air quality depends on several factors such as the area itself (size and topography), 
the prevailing weather patterns (meteorology and climate), and the pollutants 
released into the air. Cuts through the South Mountains would be expected to 
produce microclimate differences similar to those produced by a series of buildings 
in a large city that produce localized wind tunnel effects. The mountain cuts, 
however, would not affect regional air quality or cause air to be trapped.

9 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Prospective home buyers and members of the church built after the freeway was 
conceived, according to State law, should have been informed of the proposed 
facility. (Sellers are obligated by Arizona common law to disclose all known 
material facts about a property to the buyer.)
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

5/15/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

3:33 PM
CALLER:

JAUNITA DONALDSON
CALLER ADDRESS:

2909 WEST PALOMINO DRIVE, CHANDLER, AZ
85224

PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I am very much in support of the South Mountain Freeway. I think it would help everyone get from one 
point to another point on the south end of town from east to west. I approve it. Thank you.1

1 Comment noted.
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Document Created: 7/14/2013 7:44:11 PM by Web Comment Form

I am completely in favor of this project.  The sooner it can be completed the better for all
of south Phoenix.

Steve Dondanville

1

1 Comment noted.



B1452 • Comment Response Appendix

Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 

Document Created: 7/17/2013 10:08:08 PM by Web Comment Form

To whom it may concern,

As a resident in Laveen Village, I can certainly appreciate the positive impact the SR 202 will
have in my immediate community. I'm already experiencing a good amount of traffic and
congestion that's exists along 51st Avenue and Southern. While I welcome the new freeway
and access point, I do share concerns about the noise pollution. In the nicely illustrated
video, it mentions sound barriers will exist wherever applicable and I'd like to ask or request
that there be an extensive evaluation to ensure similar or reduced levels of noise. Also, has
there been or will there be a study with regards to light pollution stemming from this project?

Thank you for your initiatives and consideration to those within the community.

Alex

Alex Dondanville

1

2

1 Noise The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Visual Resources Light from the freeway would be produced from vehicle headlights and taillights 
and from fixed light poles at interchanges along the freeway. Nighttime users of 
the park and residents of Ahwatukee Foothills Village may see lines of seemingly 
crawling vehicles, each with lights front and back. Fixed freeway lighting would be 
provided for safety reasons only at interchange exit and entrance points. Freeway 
lighting at these locations would be designed to reduce illumination spillover 
onto sensitive light receptors such as residential areas (see page 3-58 of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement). 
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Document Created: 5/21/2013 2:20:56 PM by Web Comment Form

I am for the loop 202.  My family and I moved to Laveen in 2004 and we love our
community.  Laveen is an underserved community with no hospitals, retail and food
establishemnts to serve our community.  Not having a freeway increases drive times to other
parts of the valley and with all the growth projected for Laveen in the coming years, the
situation will only get worse. 
In addition, this is a shovel ready project that will add hundreds of construction jobs
immediately as well as provide more jobs in the area once companies start coming to
Laveen.  (i.e. the hospital, retail etc).

Michael Doromal

1

1 Comment noted.
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Document Created: 5/24/2013 2:23:49 PM by Web Comment Form

I am for the building of the loop 202.  Laveen us underserved and we are in need of
healthcare facilities as well as retail establishments.  This has been voter approved 2 times
and is already budgeted for.  This will create jobs immediately and for the long term.  In
addition, this will make the access from the west valley to the south east valley so much
easier and convenient.

Michael Doromal

1

1 Comment noted.
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www.drivernix.com
Driver and Nix Court Reporters - (602) 266-6525

Page 30

1          MS. DOROMAL:  Hi, good afternoon.  My name is

2 Lisa Doromal and I am a resident of Laveen and I am for

3 the Loop 202 to bring sustainability to our community and

4 have the hospital brought in, it is all contingent with

5 the 202 being built.  Thank you.

6          THE FACILITATOR:  Thank you.

7          Mike Doromal.

8          MR. DOROMAL:  Good afternoon.  My name is

9 Michael Doromal, I'm also for the Loop 202.  Laveen is an

10 underserved community, there's a lot of services and

11 businesses that will come into Laveen once the 202 is

12 built.  The residents are looking for it.  It's been an

13 option since the '80s, so let's get this freeway built.

14 Thank you.

15          THE FACILITATOR:  Thank you.

16          Brian Stadnick.

17          MR. STADNICK:  Yes, good afternoon.  I'm Brian

18 Stadnick, I'm a resident of Glendale, but I use the West

19 Valley freeways extensively and I think it's with the

20 help to aid the traffic congestion in the I-10, plus I

21 think that now is the perfect time to build this freeway.

22 The contracting environment and the economy the way it

23 is, I think there's no time like the present to be able

24 to build this thing for the cost savings of the public,

25 so let's get this thing built.  Thank you.

4372

1

1 Comment noted.
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www.drivernix.com
Driver and Nix Court Reporters - (602) 266-6525

Page 30

1          MS. DOROMAL:  Hi, good afternoon.  My name is

2 Lisa Doromal and I am a resident of Laveen and I am for

3 the Loop 202 to bring sustainability to our community and

4 have the hospital brought in, it is all contingent with

5 the 202 being built.  Thank you.

6          THE FACILITATOR:  Thank you.

7          Mike Doromal.

8          MR. DOROMAL:  Good afternoon.  My name is

9 Michael Doromal, I'm also for the Loop 202.  Laveen is an

10 underserved community, there's a lot of services and

11 businesses that will come into Laveen once the 202 is

12 built.  The residents are looking for it.  It's been an

13 option since the '80s, so let's get this freeway built.

14 Thank you.

15          THE FACILITATOR:  Thank you.

16          Brian Stadnick.

17          MR. STADNICK:  Yes, good afternoon.  I'm Brian

18 Stadnick, I'm a resident of Glendale, but I use the West

19 Valley freeways extensively and I think it's with the

20 help to aid the traffic congestion in the I-10, plus I

21 think that now is the perfect time to build this freeway.

22 The contracting environment and the economy the way it

23 is, I think there's no time like the present to be able

24 to build this thing for the cost savings of the public,

25 so let's get this thing built.  Thank you.

4373

1

1 Comment noted.
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: South Mountain Freeway
Date: Friday, July 12, 2013 12:26:44 PM
Attachments: image001.png

Thank you,
Matthew Eberhart
Community Relations Officer
1655 W Jackson St. MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602-712-2060
azdot.gov

From: ROBERT DOTSON [mailto:rjd1@flash.net] 
Sent: Friday, July 12, 2013 10:44 AM
To: Projects
Subject: South Mountain Freeway

South Mountain Freeway Study Team:

Attached please find my comment letter concerning the Draft
Environmental Impact Study.

It's my understanding that these comments will be included in the Final
Environmental Impact Study.

Very truly yours,

Robert J. Dotson

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

(Comment codes begin on next page)
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1 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Prospective home buyers and members of the church built after the freeway was 
conceived, according to State law, should have been informed of the proposed 
facility. (Sellers are obligated by Arizona common law to disclose all known 
material facts about a property to the buyer.)

2 Trucks The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

3 Purpose and 
Need, Lack of 
Support

4 Noise During construction of the proposed South Mountain Freeway, traffic would be 
maintained along Pecos Road to the greatest extent practicable, similar to the 
construction process on other highways, such as Price Freeway. However, there 
would be necessary restrictions and periodic closures that would force east–west 
traffic to use alternative routes other than Pecos Road. While this detoured 
traffic would increase noise and air pollution along the alternative routes, this 
would be a short-term and temporary condition that would end when the freeway 
construction is completed (see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 4-90).

5 Purpose and Need Although the region’s freeways are now congested during the peak travel period, 
conditions in 2035 without the proposed freeway would be substantially worse with 
more congested areas and congested conditions for longer periods of time (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 1-21 and 1-22). 
Congestion relief resulting from the proposed freeway would provide localized 
reductions of delays on arterial streets and at interchanges. Reduced travel times 
would result in lower exposure to elevated concentrations of mobile source air 
toxics occurring in traffic. Other benefits of the proposed freeway in comparison 
to the No-Action Alternative are presented in Table 3-9 on page 3-38 of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement.

6 Design The project team analyzed the belowground option, also called the depressed 
freeway option. The analysis indicated that depressing the freeway would 
increase the cost of construction and right-of-way acquisition, displace additional 
residences, create the need for additional pump stations and detention basins, and 
still need the installation of noise barriers. Because the belowground option would 
result in substantially greater costs and residential displacements, this option 
was eliminated from further study (see Final Environmental Impact Statement 
pages 3-15 and 3-18).

1

2

3

4

5

6

7 8

9

(Responses continue on next page)
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7 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
Meteorological information was considered in the air quality analyses [Air Quality 
Assessment: South Mountain Freeway (SR 202L), dated March 1, 2013] conducted 
for the proposed action. Data from Maricopa County Air Quality Department 
and from the Gila River Indian Community monitoring station were compared 
with two, 1-month studies conducted during the winter of 2006 and the spring of 
2007 along Pecos Road in the Study Area. According to the Arizona Department 
of Transportation, 2013, Air Quality Assessment South Mountain Freeway 202L Draft 
Report, review of wind data from the Gila River Indian Reservation Community 
monitoring site at St. Johns suggests that during the morning hours and associated 
with mountain-drainage air flows winds and stable atmospheric conditions, 
the wind flows are from the southeast and follow the Gila River channel to the 
north. Locations to the east of St. Johns will tend to have a flow from the easterly 
component as the air flows from the east to the lower elevations along the Gila 
River. During the warmer hours with improved mixing, the flows typically follow 
the river channel and come from the north and northwest toward the south and 
southeast.

8 Noise The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
The Maricopa Association of Governments regional travel demand model 
forecasts approximately 10 percent truck traffic on the South Mountain Freeway 
in 2035 (see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-64). This percentage is 
similar to current conditions on Interstate 10 between Loop 101 and Interstate 17 
and on U.S. Route 60. Noise modeling for the Draft and Final Environmental 
Impact Statements used this forecast truck traffic, with the model accounting for 
greater noise generation by trucks in the future (see Final Environmental Impact 
Statement page 4-88). Noise mitigation is designed for this predicted noise level, 
including the noise from trucks. 

9 Purpose and 
Need, Truck 
Bypass

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

10 Hazardous 
Materials

11 Alternatives, 
Gila River Indian 
Community 
Alignment

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
The study considered an alternative that would run along Interstate 8 in Casa 
Grande to State Route 85 from Gila Bend to Interstate 10 (see text on page 3-9 of 
the Final Environmental Impact Statement). State Route 85 is currently being

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

(Response 11 continues on next page)
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11 
(cont.)

reconstructed as a four-lane, divided highway with limited-access control, and 
Interstate 8 is a four-lane, divided Interstate freeway with full access control. 
Existing signs at each terminus designate the route as a truck bypass of the 
metropolitan Phoenix area. This route would continue to be available for interstate 
and interregional travel, but it would not meet the proposed action purpose and 
need as part of a regional transportation network and, therefore, was eliminated 
from further consideration.

12 Alternatives In accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act, a range of reasonable 
action alternatives to carry forward for further analysis was determined through 
application of multidisciplinary criteria in a logical, step-wise progression. 
Alternatives were not disposed of or dismissed without a thorough evaluation 
using the multidisciplinary criteria outlined in the alternatives development and 
screening process presented in Chapter 3 of the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement. The Preferred Alternative was the outcome to this process.

13 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

14 Cultural Resources

15 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife

16 Surface Water Drainage studies have been conducted; culverts would be maintained, and 
new culverts would be installed to maintain flows under the freeway (see Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 3-58 and 4-101). Surface water could be 
altered from runoff drainage; seeding the disturbed soils with native vegetative 
species would help to minimize runoff and erosion. Best management practices 
associated with the project Stormwater Pollution Protection Plan would also help 
minimize runoff. To control construction-related pollution discharges to waters 
of the United States as defined in the Clean Water Act, the Arizona Department 
of Transportation would prepare erosion and sediment control plans, details, and 
specifications using best management practices from the Arizona Department of 
Transportation Erosion and Pollution Control Manual for Highway Design and 
Construction and the Arizona Department of Transportation Post-Construction 
Best Management Practices Manual for Highway Design and Construction.

17 Groundwater If a well were adversely affected by construction activities, the well might need 
to be abandoned or the well owner would be compensated by drilling a new well 
according to state regulations/standards. (See text box on Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement page 4-108.)

18 Purpose and 
Need, Old Plan or 
Use of Old Data

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Comment on Loop 202 South Mountain
Date: Thursday, May 16, 2013 8:12:01 AM

 
 

From: Dianne Douglas [mailto:Dianne.Douglas@asu.edu] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 15, 2013 10:34 PM
To: Projects
Subject: Comment on Loop 202 South Mountain
 
Absolutely not on the Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway.  I moved into the South Mountain
community to enjoy the South Mountain Park and do not want this natural habitat ruined by
vehicles, exhaust fumes, and accidents with the wildlife that live on the mountains.  This is the last
natural habitat in the city that you can go to get away from people and vehicles.  If you take this
away from us, then we will be forced to go outside of the city.    This is a sanctuary away from the
busy world and it’s home to many wildlife that have a purpose.
 
I’m not seeing very much concern for the wildlife that call South Mountain their home.  How will this
freeway benefit them?   We have taken and take from the wildlife and the environment and it’s time
that we stop being so greedy and leave well enough alone.  This decision can’t be all about humans
taking more away from the wildlife.   All animals are individuals and they have feelings and thoughts
and they suffer the pain and the joy that we do.  They are entitled and they deserve an opportunity
to live.  We must stop kicking animals out of their habitat or killing them because we perceive them
to be in our way, and learn to co-exist with them.
 
NO on the Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway.  I looked at homes on the south side of South
Mountain and considered those because they were isolated from traffic.  People who moved into
that community did so because of the isolation.  If they wanted to live by a freeway, they would
have moved closer to it.
 
"The greatness of a nation and its moral progress can be judged by the way its animals are
treated."  Mahatma Gandhi
 
Dianne Douglas
2723 E Valencia Drive
Phoenix, AZ  85042
602-268-7065
dddouglas7@juno.com
 

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1 2

3

4

1 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Air Quality

3 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife

4 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Prospective home buyers and members of the church built after the freeway was 
conceived, according to State law, should have been informed of the proposed 
facility. (Sellers are obligated by Arizona common law to disclose all known 
material facts about a property to the buyer.)
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Comment on Loop 202 South Mountain
Date: Tuesday, May 14, 2013 9:47:22 AM

 
 

From: Dianne Douglas [mailto:Dianne.Douglas@asu.edu] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 08, 2013 7:09 AM
To: Projects
Subject: Comment on Loop 202 South Mountain
 
 
Absolutely not on the Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway.  I moved into the South Mountain
community to enjoy the South Mountain Park and do not want this natural habitat ruined by
vehicles, exhaust fumes, and accidents with the wildlife that live on the mountains.  This is the last
natural habitat in the city that you can go to get away from people and vehicles.  If you take this
away from us, then we will be forced to go outside of the city.    This is a sanctuary away from the
busy world and it’s home to many wildlife that have a purpose.
 
I’m not seeing very much concern for the wildlife that call South Mountain their home.  How will this
freeway benefit them?   We have taken and take from the wildlife and the environment and it’s time
that we stop being so greedy and leave well enough alone.  This decision can’t be all about humans
taking more away from the wildlife.   All animals are individuals and they have feelings and thoughts
and they suffer the pain and the joy that we do.  They are entitled and they deserve an opportunity
to live.  We must stop kicking animals out of their habitat or killing them because we perceive them
to be in our way, and learn to co-exist with them.
 
NO on the Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway.  I looked at homes on the south side of South
Mountain and considered those because they were isolated from traffic.  People who moved into
that community did so because of the isolation.  If they wanted to live by a freeway, they would
have moved closer to it.
 
"The greatness of a nation and its moral progress can be judged by the way its animals are
treated."  Mahatma Gandhi
 
Dianne Douglas
2723 E Valencia Drive
Phoenix, AZ  85042
602-268-7065
dddouglas7@juno.com
 

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.

1 2

3

4

1 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Air Quality

3 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife

4 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Prospective home buyers and members of the church built after the freeway was 
conceived, according to State law, should have been informed of the proposed 
facility. (Sellers are obligated by Arizona common law to disclose all known 
material facts about a property to the buyer.)
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Comment on Loop 202 South Mountain
Date: Tuesday, April 30, 2013 8:53:13 AM

 
 

From: Dianne Douglas [mailto:Dianne.Douglas@asu.edu] 
Sent: Friday, April 26, 2013 8:11 PM
To: Projects
Subject: Comment on Loop 202 South Mountain
 
I’ve tried several times on 2 different computers to submit comments on the Loop 202 South
Mountain project and cannot get my comments to go through.  When I hit submit, I get a message
asking for me to fill in ‘country’.   I have selected the United States every time and still it will not let
me submit.
 
This is my comment and information.
 
Absolutely not on the Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway.  I moved into the South Mountain
community to enjoy the South Mountain Park and do not want this natural habitat ruined by
vehicles, exhaust fumes, and accidents with the wildlife that live on the mountains.  This is the last
natural habitat in the city that you can go to get away from people and vehicles.  If you take this
away from us, then we will be forced to go outside of the city.    This is a sanctuary away from the
busy world and it’s home to many wildlife that have a purpose.   All animals are individuals and they
have feelings and thoughts and they suffer the pain and the joy that we do.  They are entitled and
they deserve an opportunity to live.  We must stop kicking animals out of their habitat or killing them
because we perceive them to be in our way, and learn to co-exist with them.
 
NO on the Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway.  I looked at homes on the south side of South
Mountain and considered those because they were isolated from traffic.  People who moved into
that community did so because of the isolation.  If they wanted to live by a freeway, they would
have moved closer to it.
 
"The greatness of a nation and its moral progress can be judged by the way its animals are
treated."  Mahatma Gandhi
 
Dianne Douglas
2723 E Valencia Drive
Phoenix, AZ  85042
602-268-7065
dddouglas7@juno.com
 

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution

1 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Air Quality

3 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife

4 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Prospective home buyers and members of the church built after the freeway was 
conceived, according to State law, should have been informed of the proposed 
facility. (Sellers are obligated by Arizona common law to disclose all known 
material facts about a property to the buyer.)

1 2

4

5
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Comment on Loop 202 South Mountain
Date: Friday, May 24, 2013 9:17:13 AM

 
 

From: Dianne Douglas [mailto:Dianne.Douglas@asu.edu] 
Sent: Friday, May 24, 2013 9:14 AM
To: Projects
Subject: Comment on Loop 202 South Mountain
 
Absolutely not on the Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway.  I moved into the South Mountain
community to enjoy the South Mountain Park and do not want this natural habitat ruined by
vehicles, exhaust fumes, and accidents with the wildlife that live on the mountains.  This is the last
natural habitat in the city that you can go to get away from people and vehicles.  If you take this
away from us, then we will be forced to go outside of the city.    This is a sanctuary away from the
busy world and it’s home to many wildlife that have a purpose.
 
I’m not seeing very much concern for the wildlife that call South Mountain their home.  How will this
freeway benefit them?   We have taken and take from the wildlife and the environment and it’s time
that we stop being so greedy and leave well enough alone.  This decision can’t be all about humans
taking more away from the wildlife.   All animals are individuals and they have feelings and thoughts
and they suffer the pain and the joy that we do.  They are entitled and they deserve an opportunity
to live.  We must stop kicking animals out of their habitat or killing them because we perceive them
to be in our way, and learn to co-exist with them.
 
NO on the Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway.  I looked at homes on the south side of South
Mountain and considered those because they were isolated from traffic.  People who moved into
that community did so because of the isolation.  If they wanted to live by a freeway, they would
have moved closer to it.
 
"The greatness of a nation and its moral progress can be judged by the way its animals are
treated."  Mahatma Gandhi
 
Dianne Douglas
2723 E Valencia Drive
Phoenix, AZ  85042
602-268-7065
dddouglas7@juno.com
 

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1 2

3

4

1 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Air Quality

3 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife

4 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Prospective home buyers and members of the church built after the freeway was 
conceived, according to State law, should have been informed of the proposed 
facility. (Sellers are obligated by Arizona common law to disclose all known 
material facts about a property to the buyer.)
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Comment on South Mountain
Date: Thursday, June 27, 2013 1:20:20 PM

Thank you,
Felicia Beltran
Senior Community Relations Officer
1655 W Jackson St. MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602-319-7709
azdot.gov

From: Dianne Douglas [mailto:Dianne.Douglas@asu.edu] 
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 10:56 AM
To: Projects
Subject: Comment on South Mountain

Absolutely not on the Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway. I moved into the South Mountain
community to enjoy the South Mountain Park and do not want this natural habitat ruined by
vehicles, exhaust fumes, and accidents with the wildlife that live on the mountains. This is
the last natural habitat in the city that you can go to get away from people and vehicles. If
you take this away from us, then we will be forced to go outside of the city.   This is a
sanctuary away from the busy world and it’s home to many wildlife that have a purpose. All
animals are individuals and they have feelings and thoughts and they suffer the pain and the
joy that we do. They are entitled and they deserve an opportunity to live. We must stop
kicking animals out of their habitat or killing them because we perceive them to be in our
way, and learn to co-exist with them.

NO on the Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway. I looked at homes on the south side of South
Mountain and considered those because they were isolated from traffic. People who moved
into that community did so because of the isolation. If they wanted to live by a freeway, they
would have moved closer to it.

"The greatness of a nation and its moral progress can be judged by the way its animals are
treated." Mahatma Gandhi

Sincerely,
Dianne Douglas
2723 E Valencia Drive
Phoenix, AZ 85042

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the

1 2

3

4

1 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Air Quality

3 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife

4 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Prospective home buyers and members of the church built after the freeway was 
conceived, according to State law, should have been informed of the proposed 
facility. (Sellers are obligated by Arizona common law to disclose all known 
material facts about a property to the buyer.)
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Comment on South Mountain
Date: Monday, June 24, 2013 8:47:29 AM

Thank you,
Felicia Beltran
Senior Community Relations Officer
1655 W Jackson St. MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602-319-7709
azdot.gov

From: Dianne Douglas [mailto:Dianne.Douglas@asu.edu] 
Sent: Monday, June 24, 2013 8:30 AM
To: Projects
Subject: Comment on South Mountain

Absolutely not on the Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway. I moved into the South Mountain
community to enjoy the South Mountain Park and do not want this natural habitat ruined by
vehicles, exhaust fumes, and accidents with the wildlife that live on the mountains. This is
the last natural habitat in the city that you can go to get away from people and vehicles. If
you take this away from us, then we will be forced to go outside of the city.   This is a
sanctuary away from the busy world and it’s home to many wildlife that have a purpose. All
animals are individuals and they have feelings and thoughts and they suffer the pain and the
joy that we do. They are entitled and they deserve an opportunity to live. We must stop
kicking animals out of their habitat or killing them because we perceive them to be in our
way, and learn to co-exist with them.

NO on the Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway. I looked at homes on the south side of South
Mountain and considered those because they were isolated from traffic. People who moved
into that community did so because of the isolation. If they wanted to live by a freeway, they
would have moved closer to it.

"The greatness of a nation and its moral progress can be judged by the way its animals are
treated." Mahatma Gandhi

Sincerely,
Dianne Douglas
2723 E Valencia Drive
Phoenix, AZ 85042

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the

1 2

3

4

1 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Air Quality

3 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife

4 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Prospective home buyers and members of the church built after the freeway was 
conceived, according to State law, should have been informed of the proposed 
facility. (Sellers are obligated by Arizona common law to disclose all known 
material facts about a property to the buyer.)
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From: John Dowd
To: Projects
Subject: Opposition to DEIS/SMF
Date: Wednesday, July 24, 2013 11:30:41 PM

To Whom it may concern,
I need to voice my family's strong opposition to the South Mountain Freeway. My wife and I have both
grown up in and around the Ahwatukee area and Pecos Road has played a large role in our staying in
this small community. We use Pecos in its current form regularly for running and biking . It is one on
the reasons we are drawn to this area. A freeway will keep us from doing those things and damage the
seclusion many in our community sought out in this area.

Besides our personal reasons we believe it is an ill conceived and outdated plan for the whole area. The
proposed plan will create undue stress on the smaller streets and direct high volumes of traffic through
school zones and residential areas (ex, Desert Vista/no 32nd street entrance)The plan is outdated and
needs to be somewhere else. I don't doubt Phoenix could benefit from a bypass freeway, but not where
Pecos stands. It needs to be on GRIC land or further south. It is time Phoenix put together a new plan
that isn't based on drawings from 1985.

Thank You,
John and Kate Dowd
(members of PARC)
---

1

3

2

4 5

1 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Prospective home buyers and members of the church built after the freeway was 
conceived, according to State law, should have been informed of the proposed 
facility. (Sellers are obligated by Arizona common law to disclose all known 
material facts about a property to the buyer.)

2 Traffic The study has considered concepts for parallel multiuse paths, however the main 
line of the proposed freeway would not have a bicycle route as part of the design. 
The design of the traffic interchanges includes provisions for pedestrian and 
bicycle movement in accordance with current design guidelines and regulations. 
While not currently included, enhancements such as pedestrian bridges or multiuse 
paths may be added during the final design phase through coordination with the 
City of Phoenix (see page 3-60 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement). The 
cost and maintenance of these enhancements would be the responsibility of the 
City of Phoenix.

3 Alternatives The determination to not include an interchange at 32nd Street was made in 
coordination with the City of Phoenix (see Figure 3-8 on page 3-15 of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement). The interchange would have required the 
displacement of over 100 homes and would have been located near an existing 
high school. The City recommended that, based on these impacts, the interchange 
be removed from the study. In 2006, the City of Phoenix conducted a traffic 
circulation study to evaluate the impacts of the proposed freeway on the local 
street system, including the shift of access to Foothills Reserve and Calabrea from 
Pecos Road to Chandler Boulevard. The City study found no adverse effects on the 
local street system from the freeway (see Appendix  3-1 in the Final Environmental 
Impact Statement).

4 Purpose and 
Need, Truck 
Bypass

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

5 Alternatives, 
Gila River Indian 
Community 
Alignment
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Document Created: 6/4/2013 9:10:00 AM by Web Comment Form

I have lived in the valley since 1974 and have seen a lot of highway construction over the
time. I have also seen a lot of re-doing the freeway construction to make it wider, add ramps,
etc. Wouldnt it make sense to go out to connect to Loop w101? Then at a later date, build an
addition to 71st ave or 59th ave? You know the east bound cars, semis going towards
Tucson will use it no matter where it is located, so why not get them in the direction sooner
and it would be nice to have less semis in the city limits on our roads. Also people in the east,
south valley needing to go to sporting events, etc in the west valley will have a easier, less
congested trip. Should be a toll road so that tax payers who do not use it dont have to pay for
it.

Michael Dowodzenka

1

3

1 Alternatives, W59 
Alternative Versus 
W101 Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Purpose and 
Need, Lack of 
Support

3 Alternatives The proposed project is part of the Regional Transportation Plan for the Maricopa 
County region. In 2004, the voters of Maricopa County approved the Regional 
Transportation Plan and the extension of a half-cent sales tax to fund its projects, 
including the proposed freeway. Tolls would not be involved.

2



 Comment Response Appendix • B1469
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

05/13/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

2:15 PM
CALLER:

BERNIE DOYAL
CALLER ADDRESS:

9486 E. MONTEBELLO, SCOTTSDALE, AZ 85250
PHONE:

480-362-3847
EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I approve of the South Mountain Freeway.1

1 Comment noted.
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 

From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: 202
Date: Monday, May 20, 2013 8:36:10 AM

From: Stephen Drake [mailto:sdrake@optimafr.com] 
Sent: Friday, May 17, 2013 9:16 PM
To: Projects
Subject: 202

We support the 202 and on tribal land if possible!

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1

1 Alternatives, 
Gila River Indian 
Community 
Alignment

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

5/17/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

10:42 AM
CALLER:

GARY DRAKE
CALLER ADDRESS:

CHANDLER, AZ
PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I live in Cooper Commons in Chandler and I approve, I support the South Mountain Freeway project.  
Thank you.1

1 Comment noted.
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Document Created: 7/17/2013 7:16:53 PM by Web Comment Form

Please don't build the highway on Pecos road it will ruin our value of homes and the air
will HAVE TOXINS IN IT FROM THE TRAFFIC! WE DON'T NEED TRUCKS TRAVELING
THRU CARRYING DANDEROUS MATERIALS!

Alice Driscoll

1 2

3 4

1 Alternatives, E1 
Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Economics, 
Socioeconomics

A review of the literature reveals few detailed and comprehensive analyses of the 
relationship between the transportation infrastructure and residential property 
values (Transportation Research Record: Journal of the Transportation Research 
Board, No. 2174, Transportation Research Board of the National Academies, 
Washington, D.C., 2010, pp. 138–47; “Impact of Highways on Property Values: 
Case Study of the Superstition Freeway Corridor”). A recent study by the 
California Department of Transportation concluded that freeway facilities did not 
substantially affect sales prices in residential areas adjacent to the facility. The 
study concluded that it is the visibility of the freeway that may influence selling 
price and not distance or noise. As a result, the researchers generally concluded 
that the more the visibility of a new freeway is reduced, the less it would determine 
the sales price of homes sold in the area.

3 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

4 Hazardous 
Materials
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: vote
Date: Monday, May 20, 2013 8:22:13 AM

 
 

From: Erika Driver-Dunckley [mailto:erika_travis@cox.net] 
Sent: Monday, May 20, 2013 5:58 AM
To: Projects
Subject: vote
 
ADOT Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway Study
1655 W. Jackson Street
MD126F
Phoenix, AZ  85007
 
Attention to:  study team panel
 
I am writing in support and vote YES to the Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway, specifically the W59
alternative.
 
As a Laveen resident I am forced to deal with congested traffic along on the Baseline corridor from
99th Ave to I10 . The severe lack of retail shopping, restaurants, medical facilities, and entertainment
forces revenue and tax dollars to be driven outside of Phoenix as residents frequent Avondale,
Tolleson, Chandler, Scottsdale, and Tempe to shop, dine, etc. This freeway and the socio-economic
infrastructure it will bring to our community is desperately needed!
 
After researching this issue, allow me to share some of the reasons I urge you to approve this
freeway expansion:
•             64.3% of likely voters in Maricopa County support construction of this freeway
•             In a separate study, also commissioned by We Build Arizona, 59% of likely voters in
Ahwatukee and Laveen Support this freeway as well.
 
•             It is time to end the commuter traffic jams and congestion we experience not having easy
access to the freeway and connection of the East/West Valley.
•             If we don't build the South Mountain freeway, traffic in the region will get much worse over
the next two decades. According to ADOT's own study:
•             Traffic on the I-10 between Ahwatukee and Goodyear will grow 28%
•             Another 103,000 cars will use Broadway Curve each day
•             Another 38,000 cars will jam the Tunnel every day
•             Morning and evening commute times will increase 39% to 82%
•             Traffic congestion on city streets will increase 46%
•             The same report indicates the project will also reduce air pollution by reducing the time
vehicles spend stuck in traffic
•             The project will create 30,000 jobs during the five to six year construction period and result

(Comment codes begin on next page)
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in a $2Billion investment in the Phoenix-area economy.
•             The money to the build the freeway is in the budget, it was voted on and approved TWICE
(1985 & 2004 respectively),we voted for the 1/2cent tax increase in 2004 to support the build.
•             There is no more important project to the area's commuters and workers than the South
Mountain Freeway project. Please vote to Build It NOW!
 
Please consider the following request when making your YES vote:
 
•             Design and construction of community value additions such as attractive sound barriers and
a bike/running/pedestrian pathalong the length of the freeway as well as the use of Rubberized
asphalt as per the ADOT's "Quiet Pavement Pilot Program" initiated in 2002.
•             We have award winning examples in Tucson, AZ which received an excellence award in 2002
by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) for the Diamondback bicycle/pedestrian bridge as
well as it's Intelligent Transportation Systems excellence award for ITS public-private partnership.
•             Other examples are the Schuylkill Expressway in Philadelphia, the Rockville Parkway in DC,
and the San Antonio,TX Freeway systems ranked best among largest US urban areas.
 
 
Thank you in advance for your vote of YES to support of this freeway!
 
 
Sincerely,
 
Erika

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1 2

1 Design The study has considered concepts for parallel multiuse paths, however the main 
line of the proposed freeway would not have a bicycle route as part of the design. 
The design of the traffic interchanges includes provisions for pedestrian and 
bicycle movement in accordance with current design guidelines and regulations. 
While not currently included, enhancements such as pedestrian bridges or multiuse 
paths may be added during the final design phase through coordination with the 
City of Phoenix (see page 3-60 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement). The 
cost and maintenance of these enhancements would be the responsibility of the 
City of Phoenix.

2 Noise The Arizona Department of Transportation plans to use rubberized asphalt on the 
proposed South Mountain Freeway. Rubberized asphalt would be used as the top 
level of paving; it is discussed on Final Environmental Impact Statement page 4-99 
and in the sidebar on page 4-100. Studies show that rubberized asphalt, on 
average, reduces noise levels by about 4 A-weighted decibels, which is a noticeable 
reduction. The noise analysis completed for the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement does not include a reduction for rubberized asphalt because the Federal 
Highway Administration does not currently allow such a reduction. So, the actual 
noise levels along the freeway may be as much as 4 A-weighted decibels lower than 
the mitigated noise levels shown in the Final Environmental Impact Statement 
because of the additional reduction provided by the rubberized asphalt.
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

5/17/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

5:26 PM
CALLER:

GARY DROWN
CALLER ADDRESS:

12816 N. 15TH AVENUE, PHOENIX, AZ 85029
PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I support…I support the South Mountain Freeway.  1

1 Comment noted.
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

7/23/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

6:27 PM
CALLER:

MELBY DU BACH
CALLER ADDRESS:

14441 WEST WINWARD AVENUE, GOOD YEAR, 
ARIZONA 85395

PHONE:

623-535-4046
EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
Yes, I’m calling to support the freeway that goes along Pecos by Ahwatukee and then connects to I-10. 
It’s been voted on and agreed to and I think it should get started. Again, I support this freeway being 
built. Feel free to give me a call if you have any questions. Bye, bye.

1

1 Comment noted.



 Comment Response Appendix • B1477

Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 

From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Letter Commenting on DEIS for South Mountain Truck Bypass
Date: Monday, May 20, 2013 8:47:40 AM
Attachments: ADOT Letter.doc

-----Original Message-----
From: gdugan2@netzero.net [mailto:gdugan2@netzero.net]
Sent: Friday, May 17, 2013 3:19 PM
To: Projects
Cc: PARCtheSMF@aol.com
Subject: Letter Commenting on DEIS for South Mountain Truck Bypass

ADOT,

As I am unable to attend the public meeting scheduled for May 21st, I have attached my letter
commenting on the proposed South Mountain Truck Bypass.

George R. Duganz
PARC
Phoenix, Az.

________________________________

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for
use by the person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any
unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient,
please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus attachments.
.

(Comment codes begin on next page)
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ADOT 

RE:  South Mountain Diesel Truck Bypass DEIS 

I arrived in Phoenix in August, 1964 to attend Arizona State University. Besides living in 
southern California for 6 months in 1971, I have lived in Phoenix since then. In 1964, 
things were very different in terms of transportation corridors. The Black Canyon 
Freeway (I-17) was the only existing freeway. There was an underpass built under I-17 at 
the Durango curve to accommodate the coming extension of I-10. It should have 
remained there. By moving it through central Phoenix and having the loop 202 and 
highway 51 inter change, ADOT/MAG have created one of the worst bottlenecks in 
America. 
As metropolitan Maricopa County grew, the first new freeway opened was I-10 from the 
Sky Harbor Airport area south towards Tucson. State route 60 going east through Tempe 
was next. At that point, ADOT created the first traffic nightmare in the making – what is 
commonly referred to as the Broadway curve, as if the curve in the road is what is 
creating the terrible rush hour congestion. It was about then that the public noticed that 
we could have a coming congestion problem similar to what was occurring in southern 
California. What was said by ADOT then was “don’t worry – we will learn from their 
mistakes and that will not happen here”. Really?  
By now, anyone who drives on urban freeways understands that besides sheer volume, 
two biggest causes of congestion are interchanges and lane changing. A half interchange 
is just as bad as a full interchange. The engineering at the I-10, State 60, and the State 
143, with entrances and exits at Baseline and Broadway roads is abysmal. Nothing will 
ever fix this mess, including building the South Mountain Truck Bypass. On the western 
side of this truck bypass, ADOT/MAG wants to build another half interchange halfway 
between the I-10/101 half interchange and the I17/I10 interchange just about 5 miles in 
each direction. During rush hour the congestion on the I-10 from the I17 to the 101 is 
terrible already. ADOT’s own study group recommended that the western leg of this 
truck bypass should meet at the I10/101 half interchange. This simple commonsense 
recommendation has been ignored. Why? Perhaps because of the desire to accommodate 
a Phoenix city councilman’s demands for a hospital and additional business development 
in Laveen? I do not remember anything about a hospital and business development when 
voting to increase sales taxes to improve transportation in Arizona. 
In the mid 1980’s, the citizens of Arizona were told that we need to spend more money to 
fix these problems – a 20 year increase in sales taxes. MAG then became involved. Years 
later, a second request was made for even more money to fix the transportation problems.  
Twice now the citizens of Arizona have voted to give ADOT/MAG BILLIONS of dollars 
to improve the transportation issues in Maricopa County and what do we have? A foolish 
proposal to spend $100 million PER MILE to build a truck bypass south of the Phoenix 
metro area that they say will perhaps make the congestion and pollution problems better. 
At least 2 BILLION DOLLARS for twenty two miles of truck bypass. There aren’t words 
to describe this proposal. 
ADOT has already spent over $20 million creating the recently released Draft EIS. This 
is criminal. Now they are spending untold amounts of taxpayer dollars advertising their 
meetings to sell this proposal to the public, providing free transportation and parking and 

1

2

1 Purpose and 
Need, Truck 
Bypass

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Alternatives, W59 
Alternative Versus 
W101 Alternative
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who knows what else, full well knowing that technically the Draft EIS can not support 
itself. 
They say that this truck bypass will reduce air pollution in the Broadway curve area. 
They then say that they don’t know what it will do to the pollution in the Ahwatukee 
foothills area since the truck bypass is not there yet. They say that they don’t know about 
the volume of trucks burning high sulfur Mexican diesel fuel that will pass by Ahwatukee 
and through west central Phoenix, even though the number of trucks passing through the 
Nogales port of entry are counted every day. All this truck bypass will do is possibly shift 
the air pollution from one area to two other areas. The possibility of a hazmat disaster 
right next to Ahwatukee is not even considered in this DEIS. How would the thousands 
of residents get out in time with something like a chlorine spill? They would not be able 
to escape. 
When ADOT built I-10 through the middle of the Gila River Nation’s reservation years 
ago, many promises were made, but not kept. This is one reason that the GRIC does not 
trust working with ADOT at this point in time. The South Mountain has tremendous 
cultural and religious meaning to the Gila nation – it is called Muhadagi Doog. Yet 
ADOT/MAG sees no problem blasting away the western end of the mountain for its truck 
bypass. There are laws protecting the Phoenix North Mountain preserve, but I guess the 
Gila Nation’s religious site does not matter when it comes to building a truck bypass.  
This South Mountain Truck Bypass is a total disaster in the making, from the sheer 
financial cost to the increased pollution problems to the trampling of the Gila Nation’s 
culture. It is nothing more than ADOT listening to the trucking industry instead of 
watching out for the best interests of the citizens of Phoenix and Maricopa County. It 
should be immediately scrapped and the money spent on a truck bypass along the I-
8/State route 85 corridor well west of metro Phoenix. 

George R. Duganz 
PARC
Phoenix, Az. 

3 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

4 Trucks

5 Hazardous 
Materials

6 Environmental 
Justice/Lifestyle

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement describes a decade-long consultation 
and coordination effort led by the Arizona Department of Transportation and the 
Federal Highway Administration with the Gila River Indian Community and other 
Native American tribes. As a result of the consultation, the cultural importance 
of the South Mountains is acknowledged in the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement in several locations, notably page 5-26. The proposed project would 
accommodate and preserve (to the fullest extent possible from the available 
alternatives) access to the South Mountains for religious practices. 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act requires a government-
to-government relationship between the Federal Government and Indian 
tribes as described beginning on page 4-140 of the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement. Section 106 requires federal agencies take into account the effects 
of their undertakings on historic properties and requires consultation with 
tribal authorities. Consultation has occurred with Gila River Indian Community 
government officials, the Tribal Historic Preservation Officer, the Cultural 
Resource Management Program, other tribes, and the State Historic Preservation 
Office and has led to concurrence from the Gila River Indian Community Tribal 
Historic Preservation Office and the State Historic Preservation Office on National 
Register of Historic Places eligibility recommendations (including traditional 
cultural properties like the South Mountains), project effects, and proposed 
mitigation and measures to minimize harm. This consultation has been ongoing 
and will continue until any commitments in a record of decision are completed.
The section entitled Title VI and Environmental Justice, beginning on page 4-29 in 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, presents acceptable methods, data, 
and assumptions to assess the potential for disproportionately high and adverse 
effects from the proposed action on environmental justice populations and 
disparate impacts to populations protected under Title VI. Based on the content 
of the section, no such effects would result from the action alternatives.
In light of comments received on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, 
the above-referenced conclusions were confirmed in the preparation of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement. To provide further clarity, the discussions of 
environmental justice and Title VI were separated and additional text explaining 
the relationship of environmental justice and Title VI to various environmental 
elements was added throughout Chapter 4, Affected Environment, Environmental 
Consequences, and Mitigation, as exemplified by the inserted text on page 4-29 of the 
Final Environmental Impact Statement.
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5

6

7

10

9

8

(Responses continue on next page)
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7 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.8 Purpose and 

Need, Truck 
Bypass

9 Cultural Resources

10 Alternatives The proposed freeway is part of a transportation system developed to improve 
mobility in the region by increasing capacity and providing alternatives to allow 
traffic to bypass already congested routes (see Final Environmental Impact 
Statement pages 1-21, 1-22, 3-1, and 3-3). Like other “loop” freeways in the 
Phoenix metropolitan area, the proposed South Mountain Freeway would be a 
commuter corridor, helping to move local traffic between the eastern and western 
portions of Maricopa County. The State Route 85/Interstate 8 Alternative was 
evaluated for the proposed project. The reasons this alternative was eliminated 
from further study are presented on page 3-9 of the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement.



 Comment Response Appendix • B1481

Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 

(Comment codes begin on next page)



B1482 • Comment Response Appendix

Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 

1 Purpose and 
Need, Truck 
Bypass

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Alternatives, W59 
Alternative Versus 
W101 Alternative

1

2

(Comment codes continue on next page)
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3 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

4 Trucks

5 Hazardous 
Materials

6 Environmental 
Justice/Lifestyle

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement describes a decade-long consultation 
and coordination effort led by the Arizona Department of Transportation and the 
Federal Highway Administration with the Gila River Indian Community and other 
Native American tribes. As a result of the consultation, the cultural importance 
of the South Mountains is acknowledged in the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement in several locations, notably page 5-26. The proposed project would 
accommodate and preserve (to the fullest extent possible from the available 
alternatives) access to the South Mountains for religious practices. 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act requires a government-
to-government relationship between the Federal Government and Indian 
tribes as described beginning on page 4-140 of the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement. Section 106 requires federal agencies take into account the effects 
of their undertakings on historic properties and requires consultation with 
tribal authorities. Consultation has occurred with Gila River Indian Community 
government officials, the Tribal Historic Preservation Officer, the Cultural 
Resource Management Program, other tribes, and the State Historic Preservation 
Office and has led to concurrence from the Gila River Indian Community Tribal 
Historic Preservation Office and the State Historic Preservation Office on National 
Register of Historic Places eligibility recommendations (including traditional 
cultural properties like the South Mountains), project effects, and proposed 
mitigation and measures to minimize harm. This consultation has been ongoing 
and will continue until any commitments in a record of decision are completed.
The section entitled Title VI and Environmental Justice, beginning on page 4-29 in 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, presents acceptable methods, data, 
and assumptions to assess the potential for disproportionately high and adverse 
effects from the proposed action on environmental justice populations and 
disparate impacts to populations protected under Title VI. Based on the content 
of the section, no such effects would result from the action alternatives.
In light of comments received on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, 
the above-referenced conclusions were confirmed in the preparation of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement. To provide further clarity, the discussions of 
environmental justice and Title VI were separated and additional text explaining 
the relationship of environmental justice and Title VI to various environmental 
elements was added throughout Chapter 4, Affected Environment, Environmental 
Consequences, and Mitigation, as exemplified by the inserted text on page 4-29 of the 
Final Environmental Impact Statement.
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7 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

8 Cultural Resources

9 Alternatives The proposed freeway is part of a transportation system developed to improve 
mobility in the region by increasing capacity and providing alternatives to allow 
traffic to bypass already congested routes (see Final Environmental Impact 
Statement pages 1-21, 1-22, 3-1, and 3-3). Like other “loop” freeways in the 
Phoenix metropolitan area, the proposed South Mountain Freeway would be a 
commuter corridor, helping to move local traffic between the eastern and western 
portions of Maricopa County. The State Route 85/Interstate 8 Alternative was 
evaluated for the proposed project. The reasons this alternative was eliminated 
from further study are presented on page 3-9 of the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement.
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: HEAT ISLAND CREATION IN PHOENIX
Date: Tuesday, July 09, 2013 3:55:15 PM

Thank you,
Matthew Eberhart
Community Relations Officer
1655 W Jackson St. MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602-712-2060
azdot.gov

-----Original Message-----
From: gdugan2@netzero.net [mailto:gdugan2@netzero.net]
Sent: Tuesday, July 09, 2013 3:20 PM
To: Projects
Cc: PARCtheSMF@aol.com
Subject: HEAT ISLAND CREATION IN PHOENIX

ADOT,

Much has be said about the heat island that all of the concrete and steel has created in the Phoenix
Metro area in the last decade. The result is nighttime temperatures that stay in the 90 + degree range
all summer. As a result, we get more dust storms than rain storms anymore. When a real monsoon
rainstorm finally manages to force itself into the metro area, it is so severe that extreme damage from
micro bursts occurs. Building a concrete and steel band a couple of hundred feet wide that runs 20
miles along the entire south side of our metropolitan area will be the final straw that will cause the
monsoon storms to never enter our area - the rain will continue to stop just north of Casa Grande and
our low temperatures will soon remain over 100 degrees overnight all summer long. How do you plan to
"mitigate" for that in building your diesel truck bypass freeway?

George R. Duganz
PARC
Lakewood

________________________________

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for
use by the person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any
unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient,
please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus attachments.
.

1

2

1 Heat Island As buildings, parking lots, roads, and other infrastructure replace open land and 
vegetation, an urban heat island may result. The heat island effect is of a regional 
nature and, therefore, there is no requirement to analyze potential impacts and 
no possibility of determining the localized contribution at the project level to the 
regional heat island effect. It is likely, however, that a proposed project such as the 
South Mountain Freeway would be a minor contributor to the overall issue. 

2 Purpose and 
Need, Truck 
Bypass

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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www.drivernix.com
Driver and Nix Court Reporters - (602) 266-6525

Page 3

1             MR. DUGANZ:  Regarding the Draft Environmental

2 Impact Statement, the original plan, over 30 years ago,

3 envisioned this freeway as a four-lane commuter freeway, below

4 grade, minimizing noise and air pollution.  The original

5 developer, Charles Keating, donated land for this when Lakewood

6 was built.

7             ADOT changed, as recently as four years ago, to a

8 eight-lane super diesel truck bypass freeway for the trucking

9 industry, not for the residents.

10             This DEIS, that ADOT has spent over $20 million

11 for, is a fraudulent study to justify this, not analyze it,

12 analyze the impact.

13             It will be destroying over 200 homes, a church,

14 wellheads, and the lifestyle of Ahwatukee Foothills and

15 Lakewood.  The proof is ADOT always planned this by offering,

16 over three years ago, before this DES was even released, to buy

17 a church and buying up homes and properties.

18             The cost of this fiasco will be over $100 million

19 per mile.  And that is minimal, before ADOT has to mitigate

20 problems not even yet encountered.  It's the most expensive

21 freeway ever built in America.

22             It will do nothing more than move air pollution,

23 not reduce it.

24             ADOT engineering, over the past 30 years, has been

25 awful, blowing billions of dollars of taxpayer money.  Their

1

2

4

5 

3

1 Purpose and 
Need, Truck 
Bypass

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Prospective home buyers and members of the church built after the freeway was 
conceived, according to State law, should have been informed of the proposed 
facility. (Sellers are obligated by Arizona common law to disclose all known 
material facts about a property to the buyer.)

3 Groundwater If a well were adversely affected by construction activities, the well might need 
to be abandoned or the well owner would be compensated by drilling a new well 
according to State regulations/standards. (See the text box on Final Environmental 
Impact Statement page 4-108.)

4 Acquisitions and 
Relocations

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
The Arizona Department of Transportation purchased some right-of-way along 
Pecos Road when it was adopted as the freeway alignment in 1988 (see Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement page 3-53). Should another alternative be 
adopted as a result of this study, the Arizona Department of Transportation 
would dispose of the land that has been acquired. Federal Highway Administration 
regulations do not allow the ownership of right-of-way to be a factor in the 
decision regarding the selection of an alternative.

5 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.



 Comment Response Appendix • B1487

Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 

www.drivernix.com
Driver and Nix Court Reporters - (602) 266-6525

Page 4

1 planning on freeways such as the I-10, 61, 43 interchange and

2 the I-10, 202, 51 freeways in downtown Phoenix are witness to

3 this fact.

4             Thank you.
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

7/24/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

11:11 AM
CALLER:

VALERIE DUGGAN & WILFRED BELLEVILLE
CALLER ADDRESS:

3115 WEST BELMONT, PHOENIX, ARIZONA 85051
PHONE:

602-864-1212
EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
Two voters in our family live here. We both would like to see the freeway go through. It’s a yes vote 
for us. Thank you very much.

1

1 Comment noted.
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1 eight lanes of traffic.

2          Also, I think economically it would be bad for

3 Phoenix, because when you create more and more large

4 interstates going in and out of a major city, you

5 encourage urban sprawl, which takes a lot of money

6 outside of the center of Phoenix and distributes it to

7 make it wider and wider and wider urban sprawl, which

8 Phoenix already has quite a bit.  And that's all I wanted

9 to say.  Thank you.

10          THE FACILITATOR:  Thank you.

11          For those of you who may not have heard, the

12 last bus is leaving in about three minutes for all

13 destinations out there.

14          Cheryl Dumpert.

15          Cheryl, could I ask you to use this microphone,

16 please.  Thank you.

17          MS. DUMPERT:  Hello, my name is Cheryl Dumpert

18 and I'm a member -- I live in Ahwatukee, I've lived there

19 since 1990.  I'm an avid hiker and I helped extend the

20 parking at the Telegraph Pass parking lot.  I'm a member

21 of several hiking groups with thousands of members that

22 hike South Mountain regularly.

23          Have you ever had a slice of pie, maybe just a

24 sliver, but oh, it's so good, you want another and then

25 another, and before you know it, you've eaten the whole

4417

(Comment codes begin on next page)
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1 pie?  Well, think of South Mountain like that.  Just one

2 sliver today and maybe another sliver tomorrow and before

3 you know it, the whole park is eaten up by miles and

4 miles of freeways.

5          You know, you never hear of the City of New York

6 cutting into the Central Park, do you?  Not at all.  As

7 you can tell, I'm rather upset about this.  Have you ever

8 hiked South Mountain?  It's quiet, you hear the coyotes,

9 you see the cacti, and you hear the lizards -- excuse me,

10 you see the lizards.  We can't experience that on a

11 freeway.  Why don't we demand other alternates like

12 light-rail expansion; gridlocked cities do and they do it

13 really well.  When can you take the light rail to a

14 baseball game from South Mountain?  Never.  You have to

15 drive miles to actually get on the light rail.

16          Arizona destroys and builds.  What will be left

17 for future generations?  I ask you, have you ever hiked

18 or experienced South Mountain trails?  To be a part of

19 this decision, you must make it a point to experience the

20 beauty, to hear the quietness.  Have you been there when

21 there's a no-drive Sunday, when there are no cars allowed

22 on South Mountain trails?  It's quiet, it's peaceful, and

23 it's even more incredible than any other day of the week.

24          And honestly, as a member of the Ahwatukee

25 community, I have heard very little about this.  I live

1

2

3

1 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Alternatives, 
Nonfreeway 
Alternatives

3 Noise The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
Noise impacts on Phoenix South Mountain Park/Preserve were considered; 
however, the type of adjacent land uses and proximity of sensitive areas within 
the park did not qualify for mitigation based on the Arizona Department of 
Transportation Noise Abatement Policy (see page 4-88 in the Final Environmental 
Impact Statement for more information on the policy).

(Responses continue on next page)
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1 within a mile of the I-10, I read about it today in the

2 newspaper, very last-minute notice.  I think you need to

3 give more people an opportunity to hear about this.

4 Obviously, there's more meetings that will be held for

5 more speaking opportunities, and I'm going to be back and

6 I'm going to bring friends.

7          As far as the polling, I haven't been polled, I

8 haven't seen signs on the hiking trails to notify my

9 other hiking friends about these changes.  South

10 Mountain, like other people have said, it's a beautiful

11 place and it's very passionate to us hikers, so please

12 don't cut into it.  It's not a piece of pie.  Thank you.

13          THE FACILITATOR:  Thank you.

14          It is now 8:00 p.m.  This concludes the Loop 202

15 South Mountain public hearing.  Thanks to everyone for

16 your participation and your support throughout the day.

17 Have a good evening.

18          (The proceedings concluded at 8:00 p.m.)

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

4

5

4 Public Involvement Given the complexity, importance, and level of public interest in the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement, a key component of the public outreach process 
was providing detailed information to members of the public—before release of 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement—about how they could participate in 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement review and comment process. This 
campaign began 30 days prior to the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
release and focused on informing the public of the upcoming Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement release and described opportunities for participation and input 
(see text beginning on page 6-23 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement).
The public hearing for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement was held on 
May 21, 2013, at the Phoenix Convention Center from 10 a.m. to 8 p.m. The public 
hearing’s main purposes were to present findings of the Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement and to obtain public testimony or comment on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement. Notification for this event was distributed in the 
following ways:
• media alert
• press releases
• direct mail to approximately 87,000 residences and businesses in the Study Area
• newspaper display notices in the Ahwatukee Foothills News, Arizona Informant, 

Arizona Republic, East Valley Tribune, La Voz, and West Valley View
• Web site banner ads displayed by the Ahwatukee Foothills News, Arizona Republic, 

West Valley View, and the East Valley Tribune
• radio advertising with 25 spots each on KESZ-FM, KMXP-FM, KNIX-FM, 

KGME-AM, and KFYI-AM

5 Public Involvement No public vote was held as part of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
review process. Members of the public were encouraged to participate and submit 
their comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement during the 90-day 
comment period.
The proposed Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway has been a critical part of the 
Maricopa Association of Governments’ Regional Freeway and Highway System since 
it was first included in funding approved by Maricopa County voters in 1985. It was 
also part of the Regional Transportation Plan funding passed by Maricopa County 
voters in 2004 through Proposition 400.



B1492 • Comment Response Appendix

Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 

www.drivernix.com
Driver and Nix Court Reporters - (602) 266-6525

Page 106

1 you to reconsider the plan to build a freeway with so

2 much impact on South Mountain Park.

3           THE FACILITATOR:  Thank you.

4           Max Dunlap.

5           MASTER DUNLAP:  Hello, my name is Max

6 Dunlap and this freeway would help us because we

7 could travel a lot faster, because probably now it

8 would take about 30 minutes to get around the

9 mountain.  We would have a lot more things and

10 wildlife, even though it could lose some space.  It

11 would have -- we could just move all the extra we

12 have from the mountain, and just put it on another

13 side and all the animals would have all the space

14 they already did have.

15           And, well, it's also that we have so much

16 traffic that a lot of extra smog goes into the air

17 and with this freeway less smog would go into the

18 air, which means less pollution.  And a lot of more

19 happy people that can just travel from place to

20 place.

21           THE FACILITATOR:  Thank you.

22           Julie Dunlap.

23           MS. DUNLAP:  Thank you for listening to our

24 concerns.  I live in Laveen, and we've lived there

25 for going on eight years.  And we purchased our home

4275

(Comment codes begin on next page)
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1 with the intention that the freeway had been

2 approved.  So we really struggle with being able to

3 get to the places that we need to get to,

4 particularly having a, you know, young son.  We don't

5 have the resources that we need.  So we just really

6 want to stay in Laveen.  We want Phoenix and the

7 Laveen area to stay liveable, but without the

8 freeway, we're stuck in traffic.  We can't get the

9 hospital, the resources and things that we need

10 without it.

11           So we just encourage moving forward with

12 the plan for the freeway.  Thank you.

13           THE FACILITATOR:  Thank you.

14           Lindsay Bateman.

15           An announcement, please.  The last bus will

16 be running in about five minutes, at 7:30, for all

17 destinations, orange, green, and blue, routes 1, 2,

18 and 3.

19           MS. BATEMAN:  Just talk?  All right.

20           THE FACILITATOR:  Are you Lindsay?

21           MS. BATEMAN:  I'm Lindsay Bateman.  I'm

22 just here to support the South Mountain Freeway.  I'm

23 a resident of Laveen.  And I'm just looking forward

24 the economic development open to our area, and really

25 relieve the congestion on the surface streets.  And

1 Comment noted.

1
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1 you to reconsider the plan to build a freeway with so

2 much impact on South Mountain Park.

3           THE FACILITATOR:  Thank you.

4           Max Dunlap.

5           MASTER DUNLAP:  Hello, my name is Max

6 Dunlap and this freeway would help us because we

7 could travel a lot faster, because probably now it

8 would take about 30 minutes to get around the

9 mountain.  We would have a lot more things and

10 wildlife, even though it could lose some space.  It

11 would have -- we could just move all the extra we

12 have from the mountain, and just put it on another

13 side and all the animals would have all the space

14 they already did have.

15           And, well, it's also that we have so much

16 traffic that a lot of extra smog goes into the air

17 and with this freeway less smog would go into the

18 air, which means less pollution.  And a lot of more

19 happy people that can just travel from place to

20 place.

21           THE FACILITATOR:  Thank you.

22           Julie Dunlap.

23           MS. DUNLAP:  Thank you for listening to our

24 concerns.  I live in Laveen, and we've lived there

25 for going on eight years.  And we purchased our home

4276

1 Comment noted.

1
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

05/13/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

2:38 PM
CALLER:

MICHAEL DUNN
CALLER ADDRESS:

299 E. PHELPS STREET, GILBERT, AZ 85295
PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I am in support of the South Mountain Freeway. Thank you.

1 Comment noted.

1
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: South Mountain Freeway
Date: Tuesday, July 23, 2013 8:15:28 AM

F.Y.I.

Thank you,

Salina Tovar
Community Relations Officer
1655 W. Jackson St.
MD 126F, Room 170
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602.712.4629
azdot.gov

From: Rusty Duplessis [mailto:rusty@bobpooch.com] 
Sent: Monday, July 22, 2013 8:16 PM
To: Projects
Subject: South Mountain Freeway

Here are my comments regarding the freeway.  I read a good portion of the draft plan, but may have
missed some of the points, so if they were addressed, some of these comments may not be relevent.

This freeway is sorely needed.  As John McCain might say, "build the dang freeway."
Cutting through some of the ridges of South Mountain may actually be a benefit.  This could
make the drive more scenic.  I actually like the idea of driving through bluffs to get to the other
side of the metro area.  Freeways and highways all over the country are like this.  As for it being
sacred to the Indians, they could make that claim for every square mile of the country, but the
fact of the matter is that they don't own that land.
For those of us connecting to Loop 101 on the west side, I think it would be beneficial for this
freeway to connect directly to Loop 101 rather than having to travel on I-10.  I also think that
trucks using this route as a bypass should connect to I-10 as far west as possible.  To me, it
makes more sense, even though it is a few additional miles of freeway.
I know there are projections of future volume, but I don't recall anything indicated that additional
lanes could be added at a later date.  Three lanes plus HOV in each direction will not be
enough within a few years after the freeway's construction (see the Santan Freeway as an
example).
Building I-11 from Casa Grande to Las Vegas could further divert truck traffic, perhaps
forestalling congestion on this freeway.
The Gila River Indians have finally indicated that no further votes will occur.
Fortunately, you had already disregarded any route through their reservation.  To me, everything
that has occurred appears to be stall tactics.

Thank you,
Rusty Duplessis

2

1

1 Alternatives, W59 
Alternative Versus 
W101 Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Alternatives The proposed freeway at one point featured a ten-lane freeway cross section, 
with three general purpose lanes in each direction and sufficient right-of-way to 
add a high-occupancy vehicle lane and a general purpose lane in each direction 
in the median in the future (when warranted by travel demand). The Maricopa 
Association of Governments, in association with the Arizona Department of 
Transportation, later examined an eight-lane freeway cross section, with three 
general purpose lanes and one high-occupancy vehicle lane in each direction (see 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement pages 3-19 and 3-20). Such a configuration 
would reduce the right-of-way needed for the freeway without jeopardizing its 
ability to meet the purpose and need criteria. Additionally, the eight-lane freeway 
would cost about $200 million less than the ten-lane freeway (see the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement, beginning on page 3-23). Because the eight-lane 
freeway would meet the project’s purpose and need and would do so with lower 
costs, less right-of-way acquisition, and fewer impacts than the ten-lane freeway, it 
was carried forward for further consideration.



 Comment Response Appendix • B1497

Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

5/16/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

2:32 PM
CALLER:

ANTHONY DURAN
CALLER ADDRESS:

7922 WEST GLOBE AVENUE, PHOENIX, AZ 85043
PHONE:

623-505-7264
EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I support the South Mountain Freeway being built. Thank you.

1 Comment noted.

1
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

6/11/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

4:24 PM
CALLER

LISA DURAN 
CALLER ADDRESS:

EL MIRAGE, ARIZONA
PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
Hi, and I just want to say that I’m in support of the freeway that you’re proposing. Thank you.

1 Comment noted.

1



 Comment Response Appendix • B1499

Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 

From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Additional comment on the South Mountain Freeway
Date: Monday, July 15, 2013 3:30:24 PM

Thank you,
Matthew Eberhart
Community Relations Officer
1655 W Jackson St. MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602-712-2060
azdot.gov

-----Original Message-----
From: Durham [mailto:zdurham@cox.net]
Sent: Monday, July 15, 2013 3:18 PM
To: Projects
Subject: Additional comment on the South Mountain Freeway

Additional comment on the South Mountain Freeway:

A response to a columnist in the East Valley Tribune:

Real estate was sold along that path for years with the signed agreement by the buyer that the
property was in a transportation path. For the cost of destroying and building a freeway through that
area, a truck route could be developed through Gila Bend to I10. The developing plan for rail service
between Phoenix and Tucson needs additional comment.
Car wrecks backup traffic daily. Alternative lanes for trucks only are not being developed. The bottom
line is hold fast on signed agreements, develop cheaper cross state routes, develop rail alternatives, and
tell greedy developers we have enough housing, gas distributors, mini marts, etc., south of South
Mountain. Destroying beautiful areas in trade for inefficient transportation routes and leeching
developments just doesn't fly. Was the melon truck driver cited?

Mike Durham
7-15-2013

________________________________

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for
use by the person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any
unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient,
please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus attachments.
.

1

2

3

1 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Prospective home buyers and members of the church built after the freeway was 
conceived, according to State law, should have been informed of the proposed 
facility. (Sellers are obligated by Arizona common law to disclose all known 
material facts about a property to the buyer.)

2 Alternatives, E1 
Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
The study considered an alternative that would run along Interstate 8 in Casa 
Grande to State Route 85 from Gila Bend to Interstate 10 (see text on page 3-9 
of the Final Environmental Impact Statement). State Route 85 is currently being 
reconstructed as a four-lane, divided highway with limited-access control, and 
Interstate 8 is a four-lane, divided Interstate freeway with full access control. 
Existing signs at each terminus designate the route as a truck bypass of the 
metropolitan Phoenix area. This route would continue to be available for interstate 
and interregional travel, but it would not meet the proposed action purpose and 
need as part of a regional transportation network and, therefore, was eliminated 
from further consideration.

3 Purpose and 
Need, Lack of 
Support

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

7/10/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

3:42 PM
CALLER:

DUSTIN
CALLER ADDRESS:

PHONE:

602-475-6057
EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
Hello, the construction on the 202 to the 67th Avenue and 63rd Avenue I’m just calling to oppose it. To 
let you know if this goes through I will lose my job, my house, my kids won’t have food. I just really 
would not allow this to go through so if you get this message please call me back so I can talk to 
somebody. I do not want this to happen so give me a call back. Bye.

RESPONSE:

I spoke with Dustin on Friday, July 19 at 12:30 p.m.  Dustin works for the Country Garden Charter 
School and has serious concerns about the future of the school given the proposed plans for the South 
Mountain Freeway.  Dustin had attended one of the public meetings where the design staff reassured 
him that the preferred alignments do not put the Country Gardens Charter School in jeopardy.  Dustin 
did not trust this response and requested a letter in writing from ADOT stating that Country Gardens 
will not be acquired and demolished for the freeway.  I spoke with Reggie Ronaldo from ADOT Right-
of-Way and although Reggie said he did not have the authority to approve such a letter, Reggie felt 
that it would not be appropriate at this time because we are not in the design phase yet.  Reggie 
explained that current plans show that the school will not be affected, although a small portion of their 
land may be needed (at this time he couldn’t elaborate on how much or where).  I explained this to 
Dustin on Monday, July 22 at 12 p.m. and Dustin reiterated his frustration and that his interpretation of 
this response means there is no guarantee his school won’t be bulldozed to the ground.  I encouraged 
him to continue to stay engaged in the process and reminded him we still had a ways to go before any 
design is finalized and construction begins.   

Jessica Amend 
HDR/InfraConsult 

1

1 Acquisitions and 
Relocations

The alignment of the W59 Alternative had not been changed in the area of the 
Country Garden Charter School. The freeway would not directly affect the school, 
but would run just east of the school. Design of each action alternative, while 
completed to an equivalent level, is still preliminary and subject to change because 
designs would be further refined. The Arizona Department of Transportation 
would work with businesses during the design phase to identify ways to minimize 
property impacts that allow the business to continue operations
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Document Created: 5/8/2013 5:42:38 PM by Web Comment Form

Thanks for the opportunity to submit comments.  I have one concern that are not address
in the study:
Pecos Road is a primary path for cycling in the Phoenix area.  The South Mountain
Freeway's Eastern path (E1 alternative) destroys the current wide cycling lane and leaves
only Chandler Rd. as an option.  The cycling path on Chandler is not adequate for the current
volume and I did not see any mention of this issue or a proposed replacement cycling paths
or lanes in the current plan. Were any of the cycling clubs approached or consulted on this
issue?

Fanie Duvenhage

1

2

1 Traffic The study has considered concepts for parallel multiuse paths, however the main 
line of the proposed freeway would not have a bicycle route as part of the design. 
The design of the traffic interchanges includes provisions for pedestrian and 
bicycle movement in accordance with current design guidelines and regulations. 
While not currently included, enhancements such as pedestrian bridges or multiuse 
paths may be added during the final design phase through coordination with the 
City of Phoenix (see page 3-60 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement). The 
cost and maintenance of these enhancements would be the responsibility of the 
City of Phoenix.

2 Public Involvement This study, which began in July 2001, is expected to be completed in 2014. During 
the study process, community members have had and will continue to have various 
opportunities to ask questions, express opinions, and provide comments about 
the proposed action. Specific communication and outreach opportunities are 
presented in Chapter 6 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement. The project 
team has not been formally approached by any cycling clubs regarding concerns 
related to the loss of Pecos Road as a bicycle route.
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

5/16/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

5:03 PM
CALLER:

ALLEN DYERLY
CALLER ADDRESS:

2124 E. BARTLETT PLACE, CHANDLER, AZ 85249
PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I am in support of that highway. It would be of big help to us as we commute to the other side and I 
know that I have friends in Ahwatukee who would also support that, but I do support that and wanted 
to leave this message. Thank you for listening.

1 Comment noted.

1
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

5/18/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

4:52 PM
CALLER:

JUSTINE DYKES
CALLER ADDRESS:

PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
Yes, I support the freeway being built. Thank you.

1 Comment noted.

1
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From: Doug & Linda Dynes
To: Projects
Subject: Stop South Mountain Freeway
Date: Wednesday, July 24, 2013 2:13:40 PM

Hello,

Please use my email to help not having the South Mountain Freeway built here in
Ahwatukee or the South Mountain Park areas.  As residents here in Ahwatukee for 18 years,
my husband and I have enjoyed the quietness and beauty of South Mountain and the area. 
We live in Lakewood, which would be very close to the new freeway location, and the noise
and dirty particulates would create issues that we do not believe would enhance the quality
of life and health that we have here.  The freeway would allow for easy access for us, but it
also would allow the same for burglary and other crime to come in to our area.  So far, we
feel safe here and the thought that a freeway could allow for crime to come into our
neighborhoods just adds to our belief that this freeway should not be built here. 
 
Please do not build the South Mountain Freeway and change the Ahwatukee community
and life forever.  Keep it the beautiful neighborhood that it is to raise a family here as we
have.
 
Thank you for your time.
Sincerely,
Linda (and Doug) Dynes
16439 South 34th Way
Phoenix, Arizona 85048

1 Noise The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Air Quality

3 Neighborhoods/
Communities

While the City of Phoenix Police Department reported in 2005 that it did not 
have any statistics specific to crime adjacent to freeways, the Police Department 
did note that, based on its experience, there does not appear to be a correlation 
between crime rates and freeways. See Final Environmental Impact Statement 
sidebar on page 4-21.

4 Neighborhoods/
Communities

While the E1 Alternative is adjacent to the largely residential areas of Ahwatukee 
Foothills Village (to the north), a freeway has been planned in this location 
for many years (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-17 and 
4-21). Where existing residential uses are adjacent to the proposed freeway, 
noise mitigation would be implemented according to Arizona Department of 
Transportation policy (see Final Environmental Impact Statement beginning on 
page 4-91).

1

3

4

2
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From: Sierra Club on behalf of Linda Eaton
To: Projects
Subject: Comments in opposition to South Mountain Freeway
Date: Monday, May 27, 2013 10:44:31 AM

May 27, 2013

Arizona Department of Transportation South Mountain Study Team
1655 W Jackson St, MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Dear South Mountain Study Team,

I am writing to express my opposition to the proposed South Mountain
Freeway and to urge ADOT to select the No-Build Alternative.

The proposed freeway would cause more problems than it would solve. In
addition, it would only provide short-term congestion relief. As is
evident by our numerous clogged roads and freeways, many of which have
recently been built or widened, building more roads is not the answer.
ADOT needs to instead focus on planning for and investing in long-term
transportation solutions, including mass transit. The only way to
effectively reduce congestion and mobilize people is by reducing the
number of vehicles utilizing our roads, not by encouraging more to use
them.

South Mountain Freeway would have incredible negative impacts on our
communities. Despite what the DEIS claims, air quality in the region
would worsen over time, increasing public health risks. As more
vehicles fill the "uncongested" areas this freeway would
temporarily provide, more pollution will be spewed into the air,
exacerbating asthma, cancer, and other diseases.

The freeway would also negatively effect our environment. South
Mountain Park is the largest city park in our nation. It was set aside
to protect resources and to benefit our communities. By blasting a
freeway through a portion of this park, wildlife and habitat will be
destroyed, movement corridors will be cut off, valuable public spaces
will be lost, and more. This would set a terrible precedent by
demolishing what should remain a protected area.

The freeway will also exacerbate urban sprawl and further burden
Arizona's taxpayers. Its construction would continue ADOT's trend of
forcing residents to remain vehicle-dependent while paying for
infrastructure so that others can live farther and farther from a city
center.

Please help protect our communities, our health, and our environment by
selecting the No Action Alternative. Thank you. How about repairing the
existing crumbling roads instead of building new ones in Maricopa
County as usual. Have you drove on the roads in Northern Arizona
lately, hope no one wrecks in one of those 3 foot pot holes and sues
the hell out of you. Give back the Counties their monies so we can fix
our roads.

Sincerely,

1

2

3

6

8

1

4

7

5

1 Alternatives, No-
Action (No-Build) 
Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Purpose and Need Although the region’s freeways are now congested during the peak travel period, 
conditions in 2035 without the proposed freeway would be substantially worse with 
more congested areas and congested conditions for longer periods of time (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 1-21 and 1-22). 
Congestion relief resulting from the proposed freeway would provide localized 
reductions of delays on arterial streets and at interchanges. Reduced travel times 
would result in lower exposure to elevated concentrations of mobile source air 
toxics occurring in traffic. Other benefits of the proposed freeway in comparison 
to the No-Action Alternative are presented in Table 3-9 on page 3-38 of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement.

3 Alternatives Federal regulations stipulate that an environmental impact statement shall 
“rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives” (40 Code of 
Federal Regulations § 1502.14; see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-1). 
All alternatives were screened using a multidisciplinary set of criteria. Nonfreeway 
alternatives were considered (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 
3-3 through 3-6). Among other things, the study took into account improving 
existing freeways, improving or expanding other travel modes, strategies to reduce 
travel demand, and various roadway configurations. This study examined not only 
the potential impacts from improvements, but also the consequences of building 
nothing, the No-Action Alternative. As proposed by the Maricopa Association 
of Governments, the South Mountain Freeway would be part of the Regional 
Freeway and Highway System. Other transportation improvements such as mass 
transit and local roads are specified in the Regional Transportation Plan and were 
considered during the evaluation of this proposed new freeway. As noted in the 
Final Environmental Impact Statement (see page 3-60), the proposed freeway would 
provide opportunities to enhance operation of future mass transit improvements.

4 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

5 Health Effects

6 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

7 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife

(Responses continue on next page)
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Ms. Linda Eaton
1450 E Calle Charcas
Kingman, AZ 86409-9386
(928) 757-9828

8 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Unplanned growth is often termed “urban sprawl.” Generally, this term is used in 
the context of rapid and uncontrolled urban growth onto previously undeveloped 
land—usually on the outskirts of an existing urban area. Projects like the proposed 
freeway are often identified as contributors to urban sprawl. Freeway projects 
are often cited as making land at the urban fringe more accessible and, therefore, 
more attractive for development. However, examination of data comparing 
population and land use between 1975 and 2000 suggests major transportation 
projects like the proposed freeway do not induce growth in the region (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-170 through 4-174). The proposed 
action would be implemented in a historically quickly urbanizing area (most 
noticeably in the Western Section of the Study Area, although the nationwide 
recession which began in 2007 slowed growth). In the Eastern Section of the Study 
Area, the proposed freeway would abut public parkland, Native American land, 
and a near-fully developed area—therefore, any contribution to accelerated or 
induced growth would be constrained. The proposed freeway would be built in an 
area planned for urban growth as established in local jurisdictions’ land use plans 
for at least the last 25 years.
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1

1 Alternatives Federal regulations stipulate that an environmental impact statement shall 
“rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives” (40 Code of 
Federal Regulations § 1502.14; see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-1). 
All alternatives were screened using a multidisciplinary set of criteria. Nonfreeway 
alternatives were considered (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 
3-3 through 3-6). Among other things, the study took into account improving 
existing freeways, improving or expanding other travel modes, strategies to reduce 
travel demand, and various roadway configurations. This study examined not only 
the potential impacts from improvements, but also the consequences of building 
nothing, the No-Action Alternative. As proposed by the Maricopa Association 
of Governments, the South Mountain Freeway would be part of the Regional 
Freeway and Highway System. Other transportation improvements such as mass 
transit and local roads are specified in the Regional Transportation Plan and were 
considered during the evaluation of this proposed new freeway. As noted in the 
Final Environmental Impact Statement (see page 3-60), the proposed freeway would 
provide opportunities to enhance operation of future mass transit improvements.
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Document Created: 5/21/2013 3:36:05 PM by Web Comment Form

I fully support the constuction of the South Mountain Loop 202
Phillip Edwards

1

1 Comment noted.
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

5/15/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

10:34 AM
CALLER:

DEBBIE & MICHAEL EISNOGLE
CALLER ADDRESS:

12222 W. CAMBRIDGE AVENUE, AVONDALE, AZ 
85392 

PHONE:

623-328-9496
EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
We support the bypass, it needs to be put in, too many people and not enough roads.1

1 Comment noted.
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Document Created: 5/13/2013 11:33:30 AM by Web Comment Form

The South Mountain Freeway has been on the books for 28 years.  Meanwhile the Valley
has grown as has traffic and resultant congestion.  Trans-continental truck traffic has grown
as well.  It is time to build this project!  We have studied it to death, we have examined all of
the alternatives, we have spent millions of taxpayer dollars examining, re-examining,
considering, meeting, discussing - we need to build it!
Several years ago, in my role as Maricopa County Transportation Director, I received a
complaint from the St. Johns community on the GRIC concerning truck traffic through this
small community on 51st Avenue.  I personally went to the community to witness the issue.
The concern was indeed valid.  This small, quiet, native american community was the
recipient of dozens of trucks, seeking a bypass around central Phoenix.  In spite of a 25 mile
per hour speed limit, these trucks were traveling at speeds nearing 50 mph!  No residential
community deserves this.
The South Mountain Freeway will relieve this problem.  The time is now, let's build it!

Michael Ellegood

1

1 Comment noted.
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Comments on Loop 202 Sount Mountain freedway
Date: Thursday, June 20, 2013 3:51:19 PM

Thank you,
Felicia Beltran
Senior Community Relations Officer
1655 W Jackson St. MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602-319-7709
azdot.gov

From: Vicky Elleray [mailto:velleray@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Thursday, June 20, 2013 3:10 PM
To: Projects
Subject: Comments on Loop 202 Sount Mountain freedway

I attended the Foothills Golf course open meeting on June 18 and I
would like to submit the following comments.

I am OPPOSED to the new freeway for the following reasons.

1.  Environment impact.

Pollution.
Fact - with increased traffic will come increased pollution behind South
Mountain impacting 75,000 people. I understand your study states you
have met the federal standards.  Regardless of the federal standards,
pollution is pollution no matter what number you assign it.  I am not
comforted by some federal standard.  Federal government doesn't have
the best track record with much they are involved with.  I don't trust your
study or the federal standards you propose it meets. I lived in Denver
and I know first hand what the brown cloud of pollution is and does to
humans when bumped up to a mountain.

Hazard materials.
Fact - trucks will hazard material be allowed to flow through that area.
Along the way are schools and peoples homes.  That is simply not
acceptable to expose 75,000 to that type of risk.

1

2

1 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
Meteorological information was considered in the air quality analyses [Air Quality 
Assessment: South Mountain Freeway (SR 202L), dated March 1, 2013] conducted 
for the proposed action. Data from Maricopa County Air Quality Department 
and from the Gila River Indian Community monitoring station were compared 
with two, 1-month studies conducted during the winter of 2006 and the spring of 
2007 along Pecos Road in the Study Area. According to the Arizona Department 
of Transportation, 2013, Air Quality Assessment South Mountain Freeway 202L Draft 
Report, review of wind data from the Gila River Indian Reservation Community 
monitoring site at St. Johns suggests that during the morning hours and associated 
with mountain-drainage air flows winds and stable atmospheric conditions, 
the wind flows are from the southeast and follow the Gila River channel to the 
north. Locations to the east of St. Johns will tend to have a flow from the easterly 
component as the air flows from the east to the lower elevations along the Gila 
River. During the warmer hours with improved mixing, the flows typically follow 
the river channel and come from the north and northwest toward the south and 
southeast.

2 Hazardous 
Materials

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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Noise.
Fact - I now live 1 mile from I-10.  I can hear I-10 from my yard.  If you
add another freeway, that noise just doubled because I am also 1 mile
from the 40th/202 intersection.  Walls will not protect me from the
additional noise.

Destroy South Mountain terrain.
By cutting through the mountain it destroys the land, a
mountain, animals and nature.  For what trade off?

2.  Crime.
Fact - 51st avenue is a crime ridden area.  Fact - no one at the meeting
on Tuesday could speak to the potential increased crime because no
study was done.  Common sense will tell you that if you open 51st
avenue to Ahwatukee crime will increase.  Crime will now come from
the west.  The new road will invite new crime and provide for an
additional escape route.  It will provide the criminals new homes to rob
and steal from which were otherwise not easily accessed and not worth
their time. That will translate into higher homeowners insurance
premiums - increased risk means increase premiums.  Ahwatukee is
known for low crime because it is protected naturally by South Mountain
and the Gila River community. Don't want it!

3. Coyote/Illegals new route.
As if we don't already have problems with coyotes/illegals
passing through Phoenix.  This gives them another route and another
pathway for our police to monitor.  Our police are already stretched
thin.  Why would you want to add this additional burden? Not
acceptable.

4.  Gila River Community.
They got it right - no build.  If they can have such a strong voice, also
should Ahwatukee. Put it to vote for the Ahwatukee people just like Gila
River did.

5.  Who benefits?
I question who really benefits from this road.  The truth isn't fully
disclosed.  For truckers, it adds another route - no benefit to

3

4

6

7

8

3 Noise The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
Noise barriers are designed to provide a substantial reduction in noise levels 
along freeways, but do not and cannot eliminate noise from passing into nearby 
neighborhoods. Just because noise can be heard does not mean that noise 
barriers are ineffective. Even at the levels considered “acceptable” by the Arizona 
Department of Transportation Noise Abatement Policy and Federal Highway 
Administration regulations, noise is still readily audible and can be heard for some 
distance from the freeway.

4 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

5 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife

6 Neighborhoods/
Communities

While the City of Phoenix Police Department reported in 2005 that it did not 
have any statistics specific to crime adjacent to freeways, the Police Department 
did note that, based on its experience, there does not appear to be a correlation 
between crime rates and freeways. See Final Environmental Impact Statement 
sidebar on page 4-21.

7 Alternatives, No-
Action (No-Build) 
Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
No public vote was held as part of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
review process. Members of the public were encouraged to participate and submit 
their comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement during the 90-day 
comment period.
The proposed Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway has been a critical part of the 
Maricopa Association of Governments’ Regional Freeway and Highway System 
since it was first included in funding approved by Maricopa County voters in 1985. 
It was also part of the Regional Transportation Plan funding passed by Maricopa 
County voters in 2004 through Proposition 400.

8 Purpose and Need Although the region’s freeways are now congested during the peak travel period, 
conditions in 2035 without the proposed freeway would be substantially worse 
with more congested areas and congested conditions for longer periods of time 
(see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 1-21 and 1-22). 
Congestion relief resulting from the proposed freeway would provide localized 
reductions of delays on arterial streets and at interchanges. Reduced travel times 
would result in lower exposure to elevated concentrations of mobile source air 
toxics occurring in traffic. Other benefits of the proposed freeway in comparison 
to the No-Action Alternative are presented in Table 3-9 on page 3-38 of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement.

5
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Ahwatukee.  For developers - opens up new land options on the west
side to build because now undesirable land becomes valuable due
to quicker access to either side - no benefit to Ahwatukee.  Time
savings was 6 minutes to downtown. For the damage incurred, that is
not a trade off for Ahwatukee.  I am not one of 138 of those who will
lose their home - there isn't enough money to compensate for that loss.
That impacts peoples lives forever - no benefit to Ahwatukee.

6. Community feel.
Ahwatukee is known for it's quite, low crime and small committee feel.
That is why I bought here. A new freeway will destroy the very quality
that Ahwatukee was built on.  For what trade off?  More pollution and
crime.

7.  Window of opportunity is closed.
ADOT had years to make this happen when the number of people in
Ahwatukee were a handful and before this became home to 75,000
people and schools.  I understand all the laws limiting ADOT from
stopping developers building. In life that is called "too bad". I had a
lengthy discussion with the ADOT man at the meeting about this topic.
So now because ADOT can, they want to disrupt a community because
they can.  I say your window of opportunity is lost, so too bad, no build
in Ahwatukee.

8.  I did my own poll.
I asked this question to each of the ADOT people at the meeting I
spoke with - 5 in total.  I asked them if they lived in Ahwatukee.  Each
one said "no".  I then asked if they would move their family, grandkids,
parents, sisters/brothers and cousins to this area if there was a freeway
built?  1 said - he couldn't answer that.  4 said - no.  That says a lot.

Progress isn't always the right answer if you destroy land and people in
the way.  You can't undo the damage once done.  When are we going
to learn from past mistakes?  Please do NOT build Loop 202 South
Mountain freeway....because it is the right thing to do for Ahwatukee as
a whole.

9

10

11

12

9 Purpose and 
Need, Lack of 
Support

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

10 Neighborhoods/
Communities

While the E1 Alternative is adjacent to the largely residential areas of Ahwatukee 
Foothills Village (to the north), a freeway has been planned in this location 
for many years (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-17 and 
4-21). Where existing residential uses are adjacent to the proposed freeway, 
noise mitigation would be implemented according to Arizona Department of 
Transportation policy (see Final Environmental Impact Statement beginning on 
page 4-91).

11 Purpose and 
Need, Old Plan or 
Use of Old Data

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

12 Alternatives, Lack 
of Support

61

7
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The environmental impact of the proposed Loop 202 freeway goes way beyond the
biological and chemical issues that will ensue, in that the entire environment of a quiet and
beautiful area will be ruined. The truck traffic (which is rarely mentioned in any discussions)
that will use this route will ensure that.

This route should have been, or should BE, planned much farther south in an area that will
not impact the residents from whom the state and city have been glad to reap taxes.

Jeanne Elliott

1

5

3 4

1 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Air Quality

3 Noise The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
The Maricopa Association of Governments regional travel demand model forecasts 
approximately 10 percent truck traffic on the South Mountain Freeway in 2035 
(see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-64). This percentage is similar 
to current conditions on Interstate 10 between Loop 101 and Interstate 17 and on 
U.S. Route 60. Noise modeling for the Final Environmental Impact Statement used 
this forecast truck traffic, with the model accounting for greater noise generation by 
trucks in the future (see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 4-88). Noise 
mitigation is designed for this predicted noise level, including the noise from trucks.

4 Visual Resources Because Pecos Road is already a four-lane arterial street and is in approximately 
the same location as the proposed E1 Alternative, viewers would not be seeing any 
phenomena they do not already see (see Final Environmental Impact Statement 
page 4-169). The proposed freeway would have eight lanes of traffic and carry 
more vehicles, but what park users and residents would see would not be 
substantively different from what they already see along Pecos Road. Page 4-170 
in the Final Environmental Impact Statement lists measures that should help to 
avoid, reduce, or mitigate aesthetic impacts. Larger saguaro cacti, mature trees, 
and large shrubs that would likely survive the transplanting and sitting-in period 
would help in visually sensitive or critical roadway areas. 

5 Alternatives The study considered an alternative that would run along Interstate 8 in Casa 
Grande to State Route 85 from Gila Bend to Interstate 10 (see text on page 3-9 
of the Final Environmental Impact Statement). State Route 85 is currently being 
reconstructed as a four-lane, divided highway with limited-access control, and 
Interstate 8 is a four-lane, divided Interstate freeway with full access control. 
Existing signs at each terminus designate the route as a truck bypass of the 
metropolitan Phoenix area. This route would continue to be available for interstate 
and interregional travel, but it would not meet the proposed action purpose and 
need as part of a regional transportation network and, therefore, was eliminated 
from further consideration.

2
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1             MS. ELLIS:  Christine Ellis.  My address

2 is 1520 West Glenhaven Drive, Phoenix, 85045.  I'm

3 definitely not in support of the 202 coming in

4 through Ahwatukee.  I don't see the reason that it

5 would come in and destroy our neighborhoods.  I see

6 that we really need to work with Gila River Indian

7 community in hopes that they can put it down on their

8 land and find a way to make that work.  Otherwise, I

9 don't really see why we even need this.  I don't

10 think it's become really clear.

11             I don't feel -- I don't see why

12 Interstate 8 isn't a viable option, why they don't

13 use it now.  I don't see the need for the damaged air

14 quality.  I have not seen anything that has made me

15 feel like this is a great idea for Ahwatukee or the

16 community in general, and especially the Gila River

17 community taking down South Mountain and cultural

18 icons that are just -- it's religious.

19             I don't feel that it's fair for the Gila

20 River Indian community to give up such a spiritual

21 part of their land, and so that's just my opinion.  I

22 do not agree to follow through with this 202 taking

23 all these families and churches and schools.

24 Ahwatukee is such a -- we're here for that reason.

25 We are closed off.  It's quiet, it's nice and I don't

1

2

4

5

6

7

8

1

3

1 Neighborhoods/
Communities

While the E1 Alternative is adjacent to the largely residential areas of Ahwatukee 
Foothills Village (to the north), a freeway has been planned in this location 
for many years (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-17 and 
4-21). Where existing residential uses are adjacent to the proposed freeway, 
noise mitigation would be implemented according to Arizona Department of 
Transportation policy (see Final Environmental Impact Statement beginning on 
page 4-91).

2 Alternatives, 
Gila River Indian 
Community 
Alignment

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

3 Purpose and 
Need, Lack of 
Support

4 Alternatives The study considered an alternative that would run along Interstate 8 in Casa 
Grande to State Route 85 from Gila Bend to Interstate 10 (see text on page 3-9 
of the Final Environmental Impact Statement). State Route 85 is currently being 
reconstructed as a four-lane, divided highway with limited-access control, and 
Interstate 8 is a four-lane, divided Interstate freeway with full access control. 
Existing signs at each terminus designate the route as a truck bypass of the 
metropolitan Phoenix area. This route would continue to be available for interstate 
and interregional travel, but it would not meet the proposed action purpose and 
need as part of a regional transportation network and, therefore, was eliminated 
from further consideration.

5 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

6 Alternatives, E1 
Alternative

7 Cultural Resources

8 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Prospective home buyers and members of the church built after the freeway was 
conceived, according to State law, should have been informed of the proposed 
facility. (Sellers are obligated by Arizona common law to disclose all known 
material facts about a property to the buyer.)
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1 want that destroyed.

2
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NO WAY   ADOT is shoving this freeway down our throat and we do not want it in
Ahwatukee. The only benefit we get is Air Pollution, Noise Pollution, and Truck traffic. If the
goverment is For the People by the People why are you not listening to the people of
Ahwatukee. Or is it a greed thing only to benefit the few who will profit from the freeway.
South Mountain is why I live in Ahwatukee I hike there, I walk my dogs there, I ride my
mountain bike there, and I spend time there to get away from the bustle of the city and you
want to destroy a piece of it also.  Please do not destroy my mountain.   If the goal it to
reroute I-10 truck traffic around Phoenix why not use I-8 to around Gila Bend then build a
freeway along the AZ 85 alignment.  Do Not destroy our community and Mountain with a
freeway we do not want.

David Elms

1

5

6

4

2 3

1 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Noise

3 Purpose and 
Need, Lack of 
Support

4 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

5 Trucks The study considered an alternative that would run along Interstate 8 in Casa 
Grande to State Route 85 from Gila Bend to Interstate 10 (see text on page 3-9 
of the Final Environmental Impact Statement). State Route 85 is currently being 
reconstructed as a four-lane, divided highway with limited-access control, and 
Interstate 8 is a four-lane, divided Interstate freeway with full access control. 
Existing signs at each terminus designate the route as a truck bypass of the 
metropolitan Phoenix area. This route would continue to be available for interstate 
and interregional travel, but it would not meet the proposed action purpose and 
need as part of a regional transportation network and, therefore, was eliminated 
from further consideration.

6 Neighborhoods/
Communities

While the E1 Alternative is adjacent to the largely residential areas of Ahwatukee 
Foothills Village (to the north), a freeway has been planned in this location 
for many years (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-17 and 
4-21). Where existing residential uses are adjacent to the proposed freeway, 
noise mitigation would be implemented according to Arizona Department of 
Transportation policy (see Final Environmental Impact Statement beginning on 
page 4-91).
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1 Ahwatukee -- southeastern portion of Ahwatukee.

2          That's all I have to say.

3

4                           * * *

5

6          MR. ELTERS:  My name is Bassam Elters,

7 B-a-s-s-a-m E-l-t-e-r-s.

8          My comments are that I support the Loop 202.

9 I've lived in Arizona for 30 years and in the Valley for

10 nearly 10 years.  The traffic congestion in the area needs

11 a practical solution.  This corridor has been a part of

12 the regional plan for years.  The voters approved it

13 twice, and it's time to build it.

14          That's it.

15

16                          * * *

17

18          MR. NOVAK:  My name is Will Novak, N-o-v-a-k.

19          I just wanted to put in a comment that I hope

20 they don't build anything and save the billion-and-a-half

21 dollars and do something else with it, like build some

22 light rail trains or plant 15 million trees or build a

23 commuter rail, any of the number of things we need in

24 Phoenix.

25          This is a city that is really -- we've got our

4283

1

1 Comment noted.
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Loop 202- South Mountain Freeway
Date: Tuesday, April 30, 2013 8:53:46 AM

From: David D Englehart [mailto:carguy42503@gmail.com] 
Sent: Friday, April 26, 2013 1:30 PM
To: Projects
Subject: Loop 202- South Mountain Freeway

Hello, 

I am very happy to see the Draft EIS completed. This freeway was a big part of
my decision to move to Laveen 6 years ago and seeing the process move so
slowly has been very frustrating. Many of us here are very anxious for the ease of
travel and the new development that the freeway will bring. I hope the project will
move as swiftly as possible from this point to it's completion. Thank you for
taking my comments.

--
Peace to you and grace from God our Father and the Lord Jesus Christ,
David Englehart

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1

1 Comment noted.
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

7/24/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

11:34 AM
CALLER:

CHRIS ENGLISH
CALLER ADDRESS:

PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
Hello, I support the South Mountain freeway. My phone number is 602 – ahh – I’ll do it online.1

1 Comment noted.
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

7/23/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

11:25 AM
CALLER:

ENGQUIST
CALLER ADDRESS:

8011 SOUTH 47TH AVENUE, LAVEEN, ARIZONA 
85339

PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I am very, very much in favor of the South Mountain freeway going through and I hope you will 
consider that. It would help with the traffic and if would give a better route through the area and 
actually take the cars around and lessen the congestion. Thank you very much and have a wonderful 
day. Bye.

1

1 Comment noted.



B1522 • Comment Response Appendix

Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 

From: Sierra Club on behalf of John & Juanita Enkoji
To: Projects
Subject: Comments in opposition to South Mountain Freeway
Date: Monday, June 03, 2013 6:13:01 PM

Jun 3, 2013

Arizona Department of Transportation South Mountain Study Team
1655 W Jackson St, MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Dear South Mountain Study Team,

I am writing to express my opposition to the proposed South Mountain
Freeway and to urge ADOT to select the No-Build Alternative.

The proposed freeway would cause more problems than it would solve. It
is at best only a short term approach to a long term problem. As is
evident by our numerous clogged roads and freeways, many of which have
recently been built or widened, building more roads is not the answer.
ADOT needs to instead focus on planning for and investing in long-term
transportation solutions, including mass transit. The only way to
effectively reduce congestion and mobilize people is by reducing the
number of vehicles utilizing our roads, not by encouraging more to use
them.

South Mountain Freeway would have incredible negative impacts on our
communities. Despite what the DEIS claims, air quality in the region
would worsen over time, increasing public health risks. As more
vehicles fill the "uncongested" areas this freeway would
temporarily provide, more pollution will be spewed into the air,
exacerbating asthma, cancer, and other diseases.

The freeway would also negatively effect our environment. South
Mountain Park is the largest city park in our nation. It was set aside
to protect resources and to benefit our communities. By blasting a
freeway through a portion of this park, wildlife and habitat will be
destroyed, movement corridors will be cut off, valuable public spaces
will be lost, and more. This would set a terrible precedent by
demolishing what should remain a protected area.

The freeway will also exacerbate urban sprawl and further burden
Arizona's taxpayers. Its construction would continue ADOT's trend of
forcing residents to remain vehicle-dependent while paying for
infrastructure so that others can live farther and farther from a city
center.

Please help protect our communities, our health, and our environment by
selecting the No Action Alternative. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mr. John & Juanita Enkoji
26804 N 79th St
Scottsdale, AZ 85266-9059
(480) 515-1087

1

2

3

6

8

1

4

7
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1 Alternatives, No-
Action (No-Build) 
Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Purpose and Need Although the region’s freeways are now congested during the peak travel period, 
conditions in 2035 without the proposed freeway would be substantially worse with 
more congested areas and congested conditions for longer periods of time (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 1-21 and 1-22). 
Congestion relief resulting from the proposed freeway would provide localized 
reductions of delays on arterial streets and at interchanges. Reduced travel times 
would result in lower exposure to elevated concentrations of mobile source air 
toxics occurring in traffic. Other benefits of the proposed freeway in comparison 
to the No-Action Alternative are presented in Table 3-9 on page 3-38 of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement.

3 Alternatives Federal regulations stipulate that an environmental impact statement shall 
“rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives” (40 Code of 
Federal Regulations § 1502.14; see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-1). 
All alternatives were screened using a multidisciplinary set of criteria. Nonfreeway 
alternatives were considered (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 
3-3 through 3-6). Among other things, the study took into account improving 
existing freeways, improving or expanding other travel modes, strategies to reduce 
travel demand, and various roadway configurations. This study examined not only 
the potential impacts from improvements, but also the consequences of building 
nothing, the No-Action Alternative. As proposed by the Maricopa Association 
of Governments, the South Mountain Freeway would be part of the Regional 
Freeway and Highway System. Other transportation improvements such as mass 
transit and local roads are specified in the Regional Transportation Plan and were 
considered during the evaluation of this proposed new freeway. As noted in the 
Final Environmental Impact Statement (see page 3-60), the proposed freeway would 
provide opportunities to enhance operation of future mass transit improvements.

4 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

5 Health Effects

6 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

7 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife

(Responses continue on next page)
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8 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Unplanned growth is often termed “urban sprawl.” Generally, this term is used in 
the context of rapid and uncontrolled urban growth onto previously undeveloped 
land—usually on the outskirts of an existing urban area. Projects like the proposed 
freeway are often identified as contributors to urban sprawl. Freeway projects 
are often cited as making land at the urban fringe more accessible and, therefore, 
more attractive for development. However, examination of data comparing 
population and land use between 1975 and 2000 suggests major transportation 
projects like the proposed freeway do not induce growth in the region (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-170 through 4-174). The proposed 
action would be implemented in a historically quickly urbanizing area (most 
noticeably in the Western Section of the Study Area, although the nationwide 
recession which began in 2007 slowed growth). In the Eastern Section of the Study 
Area, the proposed freeway would abut public parkland, Native American land, 
and a near-fully developed area—therefore, any contribution to accelerated or 
induced growth would be constrained. The proposed freeway would be built in an 
area planned for urban growth as established in local jurisdictions’ land use plans 
for at least the last 25 years.
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1                           ***

2           THE REPORTER:  Please state your name.

3           MR. ENOS:  Darius Enos.

4             "Traffic presents a unique public health

5 threat due to the toxicity of its emissions and its

6 extensive integration into our lives and communities.

7 The stakes are high, including excess cancers and

8 children's asthma rates occurring at epidemic

9 proportions.  This threat can no longer be ignored;

10 it must be clearly understood and addressed."  And

11 that's a quote from Associate Professor Tim Buckley,

12 from the Bloomberg School of Public Health at Johns

13 Hopkins University.  That quote was cited in the

14 Sierra Club's Highway Health Hazards Report on how

15 highways and the roads cause health problems in our

16 communities.

17             The report cites several different

18 research reports, including a Johns Hopkins study

19 showing the association between traffic and curbside

20 concentrations of cancer-causing pollutants; the

21 Journal of the American Medical Association study

22 linking soot and diesel exhaust to lung cancer,

23 cardiopulmonary diseases, and other causes of death;

24 a Denver study showing children living near busy

25 roads, that they are six to eight times more likely

1

1 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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1 to develop leukemia and other forms of cancer; a

2 Journal of The American Medical Association study

3 finds that increasing public transportation, along

4 with other traffic control measures, and that was

5 during the 1996 Atlantic Olympics, which reduced

6 acute asthma.  A California South Coast Air Quality

7 Management District did a multiple air toxic exposure

8 study, too, the most comprehensive study of urban

9 toxic air pollutions showing that vehicle exhaust is

10 the source of cancer-causing air pollutants in

11 Southern California.

12             The community the potential freeway would

13 affect is the Gila River Indian Community, which was

14 little mentioned in the Environmental Impact

15 Statement.  Whatever political lines that may have

16 been drawn, the health effects cannot be ignored in

17 any way.  And that is something that the

18 Environmental Impact Statement does not take into

19 account.

20             And furthermore, the community is already

21 susceptible to volatile health problems, including

22 high rates of diabetes.  The story is, in the 1800s

23 our river, our namesake, was taken away from us,

24 dammed up for the development of Phoenix and the

25 State of Arizona, and the development of Phoenix was

2

2 Health Effects The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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1 put on the backs of our health for many generations,

2 including today.  What the Arizona Department of

3 Transportation is asking for is to have another

4 generation of health effects, which is not only for

5 the Gila River Indian Community, but also minority

6 communities within south and west Phoenix.

7             Furthermore, the potential freeway

8 impedes on the spiritual practice of my community.

9 It is where our creator is said to have been shown,

10 and where a large part of our stories, songs, and

11 dances revolve around.  Furthermore, there are

12 remains of our ancestors within the mountain and

13 around the mountain.  It is not common for non-native

14 people to have their ancestors dug up.  It is a

15 violation of human rights and human dignity to have

16 that happen to us, since the arrival of Europeans in

17 this country.

18           With that in mind, the Arizona Department

19 of Transportation continues colonial practices on the

20 indigenous people of the area.  History is being

21 repeated, sadly.

22           I am a graduate of ASU, and I majored in

23 American Indian studies, minor in global studies.

24 With that, furthermore, within a global context, the

25 United States is very behind in environmentally safe

3

3 Cultural Resources The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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1 and sound public transportation.  If you look at

2 Sweden or any other European country, the route of

3 transportation is made sure to be provided to be

4 environmentally sound.  The freeway does not

5 guarantee the safety and health of the Gila River

6 Indian Community.  And furthermore, as a citizen of

7 Arizona, to look at the education levels in

8 comparison to our state budget, where we have the

9 lowest reading levels in the United States and

10 transportation is the biggest issue.

11             I'm going to do everything in my power to

12 fight this freeway and I hope you see it through my

13 eyes.  Thank you.

14           THE REPORTER:  Thank you very much.

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25
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1 Comment noted.

1
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

6/14/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

2:17 PM
CALLER:

MAGGIE ENRIQUEZ
CALLER ADDRESS:

7350 W. CAMERON DRIVE, PEORIA, ARIZONA 
85342

PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I approve and agree with the building of the South Mountain freeway.  Thanks very much. Bye.

1 Comment noted.

1
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

5/20/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

2:07 PM
CALLER:

ERAIM ERAIM
CALLER ADDRESS:

7145 S. 37 DRIVE, PHOENIX, ARIZONA 85041
PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I support the South Mountain freeway. Again, I support the freeway. Thank you.

1 Comment noted.

1
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

7/24/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

2:47 PM
CALLER:

STEVE ERMO
CALLER ADDRESS:

3325 EAST MARCO POLO ROAD, PHOENIX, 
ARIZONA 85050

PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
Hi, I’m calling in support of the South Mountain freeway. Thank you.

1 Comment noted.

1
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Document Created: 5/21/2013 9:05:53 PM by Web Comment Form

I have lived here for 30yrs and every time a freeway is built it is totally clogged with traffic
within 2 yrs.  Freeways fuel urban sprawl and do nothing to change the habits of people to
bus, carpool, work from home-- and even make it more difficult to bike to work. Building a
freeway is doing more of the same, plus forever changing South Mountain....better to put the
money into a train from Phoenix to Tucson. By the way, where is that bike lane that was
supposed to parallel the freeway??

Janice Ertl

1 Purpose and Need Although the region’s freeways are now congested during the peak travel period, 
conditions in 2035 without the proposed freeway would be substantially worse 
with more congested areas and congested conditions for longer periods of time 
(see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 1-21 and 1-22). 
Congestion relief resulting from the proposed freeway would provide localized 
reductions of delays on arterial streets and at interchanges. Reduced travel times 
would result in lower exposure to elevated concentrations of mobile source air 
toxics occurring in traffic. Other benefits of the proposed freeway in comparison 
to the No-Action Alternative are presented in Table 3-9 on page 3-38 of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement.

2 Social Conditions Unplanned growth is often termed “urban sprawl.” Generally, this term is used in 
the context of rapid and uncontrolled urban growth onto previously undeveloped 
land—usually on the outskirts of an existing urban area. Projects like the proposed 
freeway are often identified as contributors to urban sprawl. Freeway projects 
are often cited as making land at the urban fringe more accessible and, therefore, 
more attractive for development. However, examination of data comparing 
population and land use between 1975 and 2000 suggests major transportation 
projects like the proposed freeway do not induce growth in the region (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-170 through 4-174). The proposed 
freeway would be implemented in a historically quickly urbanizing area (most 
noticeably in the Western Section of the Study Area, although the nationwide 
recession which began in 2007 slowed growth). In the Eastern Section of the Study 
Area, the proposed freeway would abut public parkland, Native American land, 
and a near-fully developed area—therefore, any contribution to accelerated or 
induced growth would be constrained. The proposed freeway would be built in an 
area planned for urban growth as established in local jurisdictions’ land use plans 
for at least the last 25 years.

3 Social Conditions The proposed freeway is a response to existing and anticipated travel demand 
in the metropolitan Phoenix area. It is not meant to increase travel beyond 
that expected to be generated from existing and anticipated population and 
employment growth and related land development. It is important to consider that 
improvements proposed for any type of transportation system (e.g., a new bus 
route, rail transit line, commuter rail service) would likely lead to changes in travel 
behavior, which, in turn, would lead to increased use of the particular system. 
Improvements made to a given transportation system are meant to attract new 
users (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-170 through 4-174). If 
this were not a primary goal, the improvements would be neither effective nor 
warranted. For the proposed action, a goal is to attract users of other segments 
of the Regional Freeway and Highway System and the local arterial street network, 
now and in the future, to the proposed action to optimize, in part, the entire 
regional transportation system (as outlined in the proposed action’s purpose and 
need in Chapter 1).

4 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

5 Alternatives, 
Nonfreeway 
Alignments

1

2

4

6

3

(Responses continue on next page)

5
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6 Design The study has considered concepts for parallel multiuse paths, however the main 
line of the proposed freeway would not have a bicycle route as part of the design. 
The design of the traffic interchanges includes provisions for pedestrian and 
bicycle movement in accordance with current design guidelines and regulations. 
While not currently included, enhancements such as pedestrian bridges or multiuse 
paths may be added during the final design phase through coordination with the 
City of Phoenix (see page 3-60 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement). The 
cost and maintenance of these enhancements would be the responsibility of the 
City of Phoenix.
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1             MR. ERWIN:  So, as far as the different pieces of

2 this, I actually have been involved in listening to the

3 discussions, and so forth, since this was going on in the

4 central area.  And it was like, kind of, a community -- a

5 community college area.  And there were 37 different groups

6 there that were -- formed the homeowners' association that

7 would be affected by this, that was going through different

8 sections.

9             And at the end they actually did, going through,

10 doing the voting section.  And ADOT provided different

11 information along the way, and they went and voted.  The

12 community gave a vote on this, of what their -- their

13 assessment of a build/no build, which is kind of what was on

14 the video.  And they gave that a vote.

15             And I haven't seen that information published

16 anywhere.  And I was -- had been going, doing this for about a

17 year.  So I was kind of wondering why that information isn't

18 available, why that part isn't being communicated along the

19 way.  I feel like that's a disservice to the people who've been

20 involved in this process all along.

21             In fact, there was a -- the -- Doug, who does the

22 Ahwatukee Foothills newspaper was there, as well.  And he wrote

23 different articles about it, including talking about the Great

24 Wall of Pecos, which ADOT said was going to have to be built,

25 the entire stretch of Pecos.  So the lack of information makes

1

1 Public Involvement Since 2002, the Arizona Department of Transportation has worked with a 
South Mountain Citizens Advisory Team, whose members represented various 
stakeholder groups in the South Mountain Freeway Study Area. The group met 
regularly to review environmental and technical data, to discuss the interests 
and concerns of their respective organizations, and to help find a consensus 
solution for meeting transportation needs in the Study Area. The general public 
was welcome to attend each of these meetings. There also have been various 
community meetings through the course of the environmental impact statement 
process. For a listing of the past South Mountain Citizens Advisory Team and 
community meetings, please see <azdot.gov/southmountainfreeway/meeting_
notices.asp#communitypast>. Additionally, individual members of the community 
had an opportunity to review the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, attend 
a public hearing, and provide comments to be included in the Final Environmental 
Impact Statement.
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1 it extremely difficult for the public to give informed

2 decision, even though we know the information is there and it

3 had been presented.

4             The other piece is that, when the information was

5 being put through, about the assessment for the traffic that

6 would go through -- And even recently, in downtown, the guy who

7 kind of knows everything, and has been with this the entire

8 project, said the assessment for the traffic was based off of

9 forecasted traffic for the entire Phoenix area.  So they took

10 all of the traffic in all of Phoenix and said:  Here's what's

11 going to happen on this loop.

12             And it was 92 percent residential and 8 percent

13 commercial.

14             But the reality of the situation is that there is a

15 very limited number of people that live in the south that would

16 need to do something in the west.  There is a very -- There is

17 a very limited number of people who live in the west that would

18 need to do something in the south that would use that

19 thoroughfare on a regular basis.

20             So, again, the information -- There is

21 misinformation that is being provided to not just the people in

22 this community but all of the voters, at large, about what this

23 really means from a traffic assessments -- or a

24 traffic-modeling standpoint.

25             The fact is that anything that comes from the west

2

2 Traffic The Federal Highway Administration and the U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency approved the air quality conformity determination that includes the 
Maricopa Association of Governments regional travel demand model that 
produced the traffic projections used in the traffic analysis for the project (see 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement page 3-27). Traffic projections are regularly 
updated by the Maricopa Association of Governments. The traffic projections in 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement are from a model adopted in 2011. 
When the Maricopa Association of Governments adopts new socioeconomic 
projections and traffic projections, it will be reflected in the study documents. 
Key model inputs used to forecast travel demand included (see Table 3-7 on Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement page 3-27): 
• socioeconomic data based on the adopted general plans of Maricopa 

Association of Governments members, which includes projected growth in 
population, housing, and employment (including proposed commercial centers), 
along with economic forecasts and the existing and planned transportation 
infrastructure as identified by Maricopa Association of Governments members

• the anticipated average number of vehicle trips within the region (including those 
to and from the region’s households) on a daily basis (this number is tracked 
regularly by the Maricopa Association of Governments) 

• the distribution of transportation modes used by travelers in the Maricopa 
Association of Governments region (also tracked regularly by the Maricopa 
Association of Governments) 

• the capacity of the transportation infrastructure to accommodate regional travel
• the future transportation infrastructure established using Regional Transportation 

Plan-planned projects and improvements and from known arterial street network 
improvements assumed to be made by the County, Cities, and private developers

The Maricopa Association of Governments approved new socioeconomic 
projections in June 2013. The new data are presented in the Final Environmental 
Impact Statement (see page 1-11). Although slower growth in total vehicle miles 
traveled was noted, the need for the freeway did not change. The revised traffic 
analysis validated that the proposed project is needed today.

3 Purpose and 
Need, Truck 
Bypass

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

3
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1 and goes south and anything from the south that goes west is

2 typically commercial traffic.  If you go ask people in this --

3 in the community who live south, none of them on a routine

4 basis are going to use their residential vehicles to go west.

5 And -- and I talked to a variety of people who live in the

6 west.  And I know of two people that live in the west, out of

7 the 25 people that I'm associated with, who would come here to

8 the south to work.  And it's just because we happen to work,

9 you know, in the same -- in the same location.

10             The majority of traffic through is going to be

11 commercial.  So the -- the forecasting information does not

12 align with the actual numbers which are going to occur.  And

13 that sort of information has -- was not presented.  I don't

14 think it was actually provided in the -- the initial voting.

15 And it's not being provided accurately as of two weeks ago,

16 when they said, "Well, it's going to be this breakdown of

17 residential and this breakdown of commercial," when we all

18 know, because we're all intelligent people here, that the

19 majority of traffic will be trucks that, thank goodness --

20 because they have all said to me, "Thank goodness, I don't have

21 to drive through downtown Phoenix anymore when I'm going from

22 Southern California, working my way through Phoenix, to

23 continue east for my travels."

24             So, again, the majority of traffic that will be

25 coming through is residential -- sorry, is commercial and not

4

4 Trucks The Maricopa Association of Governments regional travel demand model 
forecasts approximately 10 percent truck traffic on the proposed freeway in 2035 
(see Final Environmental impact Statement pages 3-64 and 4-66). The forecast 
truck traffic is based on existing traffic studies and projected socioeconomic data. 
This percentage is similar to current traffic conditions on Interstate 10 between 
State Route 101L and Interstate 17 and on US 60. Commercial trucks would use 
the proposed freeway. As with all other freeways in the region, trucks would use 
it for the through transport of freight, for transport to and from distribution 
centers, and for transport to support local commerce. Nevertheless, the primary 
users of the proposed freeway would be automobiles. Vehicle classification counts 
(2007) from the Arizona Department of Transportation for Maricopa County 
show passenger vehicles and other nontruck vehicles make up over 90 percent 
of all traffic on the regional freeway system, and it is expected these percentages 
would not vary with the proposed freeway. Further, it is not expected that the 
entire 21 percent of through truck traffic (by tonnage) using Interstate 10 would 
divert from Interstate 10 to use the proposed freeway (see Final Environmental 
Impact Statement page 3-64). Trucking destinations in the Phoenix metropolitan 
area would still prompt trucks to enter congested areas. Choosing to travel on the 
proposed freeway versus Interstate 10 would not produce substantial travel time 
benefits. Therefore, it is expected that “true” through truck traffic (not having to 
stop in the metropolitan area) would continue to use the faster, designated, and 
posted bypass system of Interstate 8 and State Route 85.
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1 residential.

2             Lastly, the thing I just noticed is if that video

3 is accurate -- So the video that was shown here, and it was

4 stated, in the beginning of the video, that they are going to

5 show what the traffic looks like in 2035.  If that is the fact,

6 the video shows a very limited number of cars and no commercial

7 vehicles, which is misleading.  And there's very few vehicles,

8 in general.  So, if that few number of vehicles actually is

9 using the freeway, why do we need it?

10             So those are just the different -- the one

11 observation and the other parts that I've been, you know,

12 coming through, as well.

13             And those are, again, just kind of what I've come

14 up with so far.  So that's my community comments.

15             Again, the misinformation is staggering about it.

16 So I don't think that people can make an informed decision --

17 or, sorry.

18             I don't think ADOT should be allowed to push the

19 agenda through, knowing that the misinformation that is being

20 provided to the community is based on an assessment of what

21 they think as opposed to what the reality of the traffic flow

22 is going to be, because, again, it just -- Just talking to

23 different people who travel this on a regular basis.

24             So, again, instead of forecast the actual, you need

25 to talk to people about what's actually -- When I would

(Comment codes continue on next page)

5

5 Traffic While it was the intent, the traffic depicted in the video did not replicate peak 
traffic conditions. The traffic data and analysis used to support the purpose and 
need for the project are presented in Chapter 1 of the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement. The data and analysis supporting the evaluation of alternatives are 
presented in Chapter 3 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement.
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1 actually use this freeway, you see residents kind of say,

2 "Well, I guess I might, every once in awhile."

3             And you see a huge smile come across people who do

4 commercial vehicles because, again, their whole point is:

5 Good, I don't have to go through downtown Phoenix anymore.

6 That's perfect.  I love it.

7             So, again, it kind of makes me wonder, you know,

8 who -- Who and why is pushing this through?  You know, is it

9 really the residents who want it?  I don't know anyone who,

10 number one, cares enough to have a strong opinion about it,

11 unless you're directly affected, like the residents here, or if

12 your livelihood depends on getting through the traffic.

13             So if I have anything more, I'll let you know.

14 Thank you.

15             Can I finish one more thought?  I apologize for

16 interrupting.

17             So, just as a final -- The reason I'm here is

18 because I had a -- I had a strong opinion about it anyway.

19 But, when I started explaining just the facts about this to my

20 daughter, I had to spend 30 minutes calming her down, to --

21 because she was having such a meltdown about the fact that the

22 school that she attends, the church that she goes to and

23 actually has gotten closer to her understanding of religion and

24 spirituality -- And she asked:  Is KeeKee going to -- Is

25 KeeKee's house going to be removed?

6

7

6 Purpose and 
Need, Lack of 
Support

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

7 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Prospective home buyers and members of the church built after the freeway was 
conceived, according to State law, should have been informed of the proposed 
facility. (Sellers are obligated by Arizona common law to disclose all known 
material facts about a property to the buyer.) No schools would be displaced.
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1             And the answer was:  Yes, after we looked at this.

2             And she -- I had to spend 30 minutes holding on to

3 her while she was having a meltdown.  And that sort of thing

4 really strikes home.

5             I appreciate your time.

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

7/23/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

1:19 PM
CALLER:

ANGELINA ESPARZA
CALLER ADDRESS:

126334 35TH STREET, PHOENIX, ARIZONA 850323
PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I do support the Loop 202 South Mountain freeway. Thank you.

1 Comment noted.

1
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: South Mountain Freeway Question
Date: Tuesday, May 14, 2013 9:47:17 AM

From: billesson [mailto:billesson@cox.net] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 08, 2013 7:57 AM
To: Projects
Cc: council.district.6@phoenix.gov
Subject: Re: South Mountain Freeway Question

Folks,

Good morning.

I haven't seen a response to this.  Soon please ??

Thanks,

Bill Esson

----- Original Message -----
From: billesson
To: projects@azdot.gov
Sent: Friday, May 03, 2013 8:55 AM
Subject: South Mountain Freeway Question

Folks,

Good morning.

I have started looking through the DEIS document.

I see the current traffic volumes and the projected traffic if nothing is done in figure 1-8 Chapter 1 b.

Where would I find the projected reductions in traffic if the freeway is built ??

Thanks,

Bill Esson

Ahwatukee

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1

1 Traffic An assessment of conditions with and without the freeway in 2035 is presented 
beginning on Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-27. The results of the 
assessment, supporting the need for the proposed freeway, are summarized in 
Final Environmental Impact Statement Table 3-9 on page 3-38.
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From: Michelle Thompson
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: South Mountain Freeway Question
Date: Friday, May 03, 2013 9:40:41 AM

Michelle Thompson
Senior Community Relations Officer
1655 W. Jackson St. MD: 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602.316.4057
azdot.gov

From: billesson [mailto:billesson@cox.net] 
Sent: Friday, May 03, 2013 8:56 AM
To: Projects
Subject: South Mountain Freeway Question

Folks,

Good morning.

I have started looking through the DEIS document.

I see the current traffic volumes and the projected traffic if nothing is done in figure 1-8 Chapter 1 b.

Where would I find the projected reductions in traffic if the freeway is built ??

Thanks,

Bill Esson

Ahwatukee

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1

1 Traffic An assessment of conditions with and without the freeway in 2035 is presented 
beginning on Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-27. The results of the 
assessment, supporting the need for the proposed freeway, are summarized in 
Final Environmental Impact Statement Table 3-9 on page 3-38.
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

6/12/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

6:05 PM
CALLER:

ESTELE ESTRADA
CALLER ADDRESS:

111TH AVENUE AND INDIANA, YOUNGTOWN, AZ
PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I support the freeway. Bye.1

1 Comment noted.
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SOUTH MOUNTAIN PUBLIC HEARING
(Public comments to reporter)
May 21, 2013
10:00 a.m.
REPORTED BY:
April Lassiter, CSR #1521

14 FRANK EVEN: We need the highway badly. The only
15 question we have is, can it be sooner rather than later.
16 I mean, seriously. No, I mean, just in time to work, my
17 commute on Baseline is miserable. Too much stop and go.
18 It takes anywhere from 20 to 30 minutes to travel 14
19 miles, whereas with the new highway, I'll be able to do
20 that in 10 to 15 minutes and probably use less gas in
21 the process. The end. Please start it in 2013 instead
22 of 2014 or I'll have to move out of the area. Now, the
23 end. 

1

1 Alternatives Upon completion of the environmental impact statement process, and if the 
Selected Alternative were to be an action alternative, the Arizona Department of 
Transportation would begin the design phase, which would be followed by the 
final right-of-way acquisition process. Then other early construction tasks such as 
utility relocations would begin. The corridor would be divided into multiple final 
design segments. Construction sequencing and duration could change based on 
several factors, including funding availability, traffic volumes, coordination with 
other major freeway projects, earthwork balancing, utility relocation schedules, 
and regional priorities.
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From: Five Year Program
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: COMMENTS RE SOUTH MOUNTAIN and Roadway Extension
Date: Tuesday, May 14, 2013 10:04:25 AM

From: Dr. Gayle [mailto:simply4health@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Monday, May 13, 2013 9:31 PM
To: Five Year Program
Subject: COMMENTS RE SOUTH MOUNTAIN and Roadway Extension

I am writing to oppose any construction of the South Mountain Extension
as part of AZDOT's Five Year Plan.

As a health care provider I can think of no better way to harm the health
of those living in and nearby the proposed roadway. Those who would
work or travel in that are would also be at risk.

I recall in 2002 when I was involved in a similar issue in another state
the US government health agencies released a document at that time
supporting the health hazards of diesel fuel used by trucks. We have
come no further down this road in improving the effects of this fuel on
lung and heart health. The newest reports from 2013 continue to support
the health risks of diesel fuel.

While I am a new resident of Arizona I chose to become involved in this
issue prior to relocating. Now as a resident my view against this road is
strengthened. I see and feel heat. I see and feel dust. I see and feel
pollution.

Arizona is facing major environmental issues in addition to health
problems. A temperature issue is the concern over the rising
temperatures and this is reported to be directly associated with an
increase in freeways and increased vehicular traffic.

Daily the accident reports are jolting.

Concrete is a heat sink. Baking in the valley sunshine leads only to
higher overnight temperatures and limited cooling. These increasing
temperatures are discussed on local news programs and in other media
venues. Is anyone at AZDOT listening or is this just the typical
bureaucratic way, "we made up our mind and we are going to do what
we want and we don't care what the people think or even about the
outcome in 1,3,5, or 10 years.

What if you took it upon your self to consider this from the point of view
associated with the precautionary principle?

1 Health Effects The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Heat Island As buildings, parking lots, roads, and other infrastructure replace open land and 
vegetation, an urban heat island may result. The heat island effect is of a regional 
nature and, therefore, there is no requirement to analyze potential impacts and 
no possibility of determining the localized contribution at the project level to the 
regional heat island effect. It is likely, however, that a proposed project such as the 
South Mountain Freeway would be a minor contributor to the overall issue.

1

2
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There is really a lot more I could say but I believe this is enough to
support the NO BUILD option.

I will close, as a person of Native American heritage, and advise you to
be considerate of protected and Sacred land.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment,

Dr Gayle Eversole

The greatest enemy of knowledge is not ignorance, it is the illusion of knowledge. Stephen Hawking

HEALTH FORENSICS
the road to new health

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.
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3 Alternatives, No-
Action (No-Build) 
Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

4 Cultural Resources
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1 Agriculture Congress enacted the Farmland Protection Policy Act to minimize the extent to 
which federal programs contribute to unnecessary and irreversible conversion 
of farmland to nonagricultural uses and to ensure that federal programs are 
administered in a manner that, to the extent practicable, is compatible with 
State and local governments and with private programs and policies to protect 
farmland. The environmental impact statement process has adhered to the 
stipulation set forth in this Act (see page 4-161 of the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement). Urbanization in the Maricopa Association of Governments region has 
been occurring for years and will continue to do so with or without the proposed 
freeway (compare Final Environmental Impact Statement Table 4-2, on page 4-3, 
with Table 4-4, on page 4-7; see also Final Environmental Impact Statement 
page 4-152). For instance, much of the land along the Preferred Alternative in the 
Western Section is already slated for commercial and industrial uses.

2 Heat Island As buildings, parking lots, roads, and other infrastructure replace open land and 
vegetation, an urban heat island may result. The heat island effect is of a regional 
nature and, therefore, there is no requirement to analyze potential impacts and 
no possibility of determining the localized contribution at the project level to the 
regional heat island effect. It is likely, however, that a proposed project such as the 
South Mountain Freeway would be a minor contributor to the overall issue.

3 Air Quality Climate change is an important national and global concern. While the earth 
has gone through many natural changes in climate in its history, there is general 
agreement that the earth’s climate is currently changing at an accelerated rate 
and will continue to do. Human-caused greenhouse gas emissions contribute 
to this rapid change. Carbon dioxide makes up the largest component of these 
greenhouse gas emissions. Other prominent transportation-related Greenhouse 
gases include methane and nitrous oxide. Greenhouse gases trap heat in the 
earth’s atmosphere. Because the atmospheric concentration of greenhouse 
gases continues to climb, our planet will likely continue to experience climate 
change-related phenomena (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 
4-85 through 4-86). To date, no national standards have been established 
regarding greenhouse gases. Greenhouse gases are different than other air 
pollutants evaluated in federal environmental reviews because their impacts are 
not localized or regional due to their rapid dispersion into the global atmosphere. 
The affected environment for greenhouse gas emissions is the entire planet. In 
contrast to broad-scale actions such as those involving an entire industry sector 
or very large geographic areas, it is difficult to isolate and understand greenhouse 
gas emissions’ impacts for a particular transportation project. Furthermore, 
presently there is no scientific methodology for attributing specific climatological 
changes to a particular transportation project’s emissions. Under the National 
Environmental Policy Act, detailed environmental analysis should focus on issues 
that are significant and meaningful to decision making. The Federal Highway 
Administration has concluded, based on the nature of greenhouse gas emissions 
and the exceedingly small potential greenhouse gas impacts of the proposed 
freeway (as shown in Final Environmental Impact Statement Table 4-37 on page 
4-85), that greenhouse gas emissions from the proposed freeway would not result 
in “reasonably foreseeable significant adverse impacts on the human environment” 
[40 Code of Federal Regulations § 1502.22(b)].

From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: 202 Expansion Through South Mountain
Date: Thursday, July 11, 2013 8:28:44 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Thank you,
Matthew Eberhart
Community Relations Officer
1655 W Jackson St. MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602-712-2060
azdot.gov

From: Jennifer Face [mailto:jface@asu.edu] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 10, 2013 7:14 PM
To: Projects
Subject: Re: 202 Expansion Through South Mountain

>
> To Whom it may concern,
>
> I am a Laveen resident who has many concerns for the 202 expansion through
> South Mountain. My main concern is that DEIS has not identified possible
> effects of The loss of agriculturally allocated land in the Laveen area.
> The agricultural land surrounding the area of the 202 expansion has helped
> offset the heat island effect caused by development in the Phoenix area.
> Has DEIS identified the possible effects on Phoenix's weather? Will South
> Phoenix and West Phoenix residents have to continue to be subject to dust
> storms or haboobs without rainfall? Will low pressure systems continue to
> pass over the greater Phoenix area causing further drought and high
> temperatures?
>
> I appreciate any information that can be provided for me.
>
> Sincerely,
> Jennifer Face
>
> --
> Jennifer Michelle Face
> Mary Lou Fulton College of Education
> (951) 809-5819
>

--
Jennifer Michelle Face
Mary Lou Fulton College of Education
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(951) 809-5819

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
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1 Neighborhoods/
Communities

The alignment of the W59 Alternative had not been changed in the area of the 
Country Garden Charter School. The freeway would not directly affect the 
school, but would run just east of the school. Construction activities associated 
with a project the size and magnitude of the proposed project would create 
temporary impacts on human and natural environments. Throughout the Phoenix 
metropolitan area, the Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal 
Highway Administration have demonstrated experience in the construction of 
major transportation projects and mitigating construction-related impacts (see 
page 4-164 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement).

2 Acquisitions and 
Relocations

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

3 Construction Design of each action alternative, while completed to an equivalent level, is still 
preliminary and subject to change because designs would be further refined. The 
Arizona Department of Transportation would work with businesses during the 
design phase to identify ways to minimize property impacts that allow the business 
to continue operations.

www.drivernix.com
Driver and Nix Court Reporters - (602) 266-6525

Page 11

1                          ***

2           THE REPORTER:  Please state your name.

3           MS. FACE:  My name is Jennifer Face, and I

4 am a teacher at Country Gardens Charter School, and I

5 oppose the 202 because it will displace many of our

6 families that attend the school, and also the

7 construction during expansion will greatly affect our

8 school, and just the operations of the school in

9 general.

10              Even if it is on 59th Avenue, just the

11 area of the off-ramp would -- the construction, we'd

12 have to reroute bus routes, and also we've had that

13 area shut down before, and there's only one way in

14 and one way out, so it's difficult for the logistics

15 of getting students to school.

16              I mean, that's pretty much it.  If the

17 off-ramp, if at all possible, can be more towards the

18 north, as opposed to the south of Southern, because

19 of the area that it might cut into.  There's a lot of

20 wildlife within that area of our school.  Right along

21 Southern.

22              So that's it.

23            (Proceedings concluded at 2:00 p.m.)

24

25

5588
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1 Comment noted.

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

05/13/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

4:58 PM
CALLER:

SUSAN FATHAUER
CALLER ADDRESS:

13051 S. 35TH STREET, PHOENIX, AZ 85044
PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
Yes, I support the South Mountain Freeway. I have been waiting for it to be built for a long time and I 
think it will help cut down on pollution and congestion, traffic congestion. Thank you.

1
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1 Comment noted.

From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Support for SMF
Date: Monday, July 15, 2013 2:22:45 PM
Attachments: image001.png

 
 
Thank you,
Matthew Eberhart
Community Relations Officer
1655 W Jackson St. MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602-712-2060
azdot.gov

 

From: Susi Fathauer [mailto:azsusi@cox.net] 
Sent: Monday, July 15, 2013 2:21 PM
To: Projects
Subject: Support for SMF
 
I support the proposed South Mountain Freeway on Pecos Road.  I have been waiting years for it to
be built and can't wait.
 
I think it will be so cool to drive back behind South Mountain and through a 'pass' that is proposed
to be cut in near the farthest western edge.  I have never been able to see the "view" there and am
looking forward to it!
 
Thank you for allowing the input.
 
Susi Fathauer
13051 S. 35th St.
Phoneix, AZ  85044
489.893.6689

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.
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1 Comment noted.

Document Created: 5/21/2013 2:02:10 PM by Web Comment Form

In support of the freeway.  Let's connect Laveen to the rest of Phoenix.  It will bring in
businesses and revenue. It will reduce time people spend in vehicles.  It will allow people to
get to the casino quicker and allow them to avoid 51st ave, North of Baseline.

Julie Favila

1
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1 Comment noted.

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE
 
INCOMING CALL  
DATE:  

5/15/13 

INCOMING CALL 
TIME:  

4:01 PM 
CALLER: 

LIUBOV FEATHERSTON 

CALLER ADDRESS: 

2221 W. ST. CATHERINE AVENUE, PHOENIX, AZ 
85041 

PHONE: 

 
EMAIL: 

      
CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I support the South Mountain Freeway. Bye. 1
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1 Comment noted.

Document Created: 5/21/2013 2:36:03 PM by Web Comment Form

The 202 loop would be a welcomed solution to the valley's traffic congestion.  The plan
has been talked about for far too long.  It's time for action.   The city of Laveen and its
economic growth would also greatly benefit from the building of the loop.  The amount of jobs
that this project would create would also greatly benefit the community.

Richard Fedrick

1
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1 Comment noted.

Document Created: 5/21/2013 2:04:36 PM by Web Comment Form

The South Mountain Freeway would be an big driver to improve and support Phoenix's
economy. It would create jobs for 30,000 people and the money would feed directly back into
the Phoenix area. It would also ease the flow of traffic and traffic accidents along the I-10
Broadway Stack.

Ashleigh Feiring

1
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1 Comment noted.

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

5/18/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

3:02 PM
CALLER:

MARCIA FELINE
CALLER ADDRESS:

3914 W. GLENVIEW ROAD, PHOENIX, AZ
PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
Yes, hi, I am in support of establishing and building the South Mountain Highway. I be supported and 
fully supported a road that will definitely help create quite a few jobs and it will help the Phoenix 
economy in this area or Arizona economy. Thank you.

1
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1 Comment noted.

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

5/16/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

6:32 PM
CALLER:

LOUIS FELIX
CALLER ADDRESS:

PHONE:

602-268-6941
EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I support the South Mountain Freeway. Thank you. Bye-bye.

1
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1 Comment noted.

From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway Study
Date: Monday, May 20, 2013 3:58:28 PM

From: Chris Fenner [mailto:csfenner@gmail.com] 
Sent: Monday, May 20, 2013 3:13 PM
To: Projects
Subject: Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway Study

My vote is YES to the 202/South Mountain Freeway and specifically YES to the W59
Alternative option.

Thanks and best regards,
Chris Fenner

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.
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1 Comment noted.

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

6/15/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

12:21 PM
CALLER:

DENNY FERRIS
CALLER ADDRESS:

8932 W. DEER VALLEY ROAD
PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
Hi, I think that the completion of the freeway on the south end down there is a good idea. Thank you. 
Bye. 1
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1 Alternatives, W59 
Alternative Versus 
W101 Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

5/15/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

5:21 PM
CALLER:

MR. AND MRS. JAMES FETTERMAN
CALLER ADDRESS:

CHANDLER, AZ
PHONE:

480-895-5135
EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
Support the freeway around South Mountain to I-10 as long it connects at the 101. We don’t want to 
connect at the 51 or 69 or 73, we want to connect at the 101 so it actually means something not 
getting into the traffic just outside of downtown Phoenix just west of downtown Phoenix. Thank you
very much. Bye.

1
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1 Purpose and 
Need, Truck 
Bypass

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Trucks

3 Alternatives The proposed freeway is part of a transportation system developed to improve 
mobility in the region by increasing capacity and providing alternatives to allow 
traffic to bypass already congested routes (see Final Environmental Impact 
Statement pages 1-21, 1-22, 3-1, and 3-3). Like other “loop” freeways in the 
Phoenix metropolitan area, the proposed South Mountain Freeway would be a 
commuter corridor, helping to move local traffic between the eastern and western 
portions of Maricopa County. The State Route 85/Interstate 8 Alternative was 
evaluated for the proposed project. The reasons this alternative was eliminated 
from further study are presented on page 3-9 of the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement.

4 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Prospective home buyers and members of the church built after the freeway was 
conceived, according to State law, should have been informed of the proposed 
facility. (Sellers are obligated by Arizona common law to disclose all known 
material facts about a property to the buyer.)

5 Neighborhoods/
Communities

While the E1 Alternative is adjacent to the largely residential areas of Ahwatukee 
Foothills Village (to the north), a freeway has been planned in this location 
for many years (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-17 and 
4-21). Where existing residential uses are adjacent to the proposed freeway, 
noise mitigation would be implemented according to Arizona Department of 
Transportation policy (see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 4-91). 

6 Noise The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
As mentioned in the sidebar on page 4-91, the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement is based on preliminary design and traffic information. As the design 
progresses to the Final Design phase, confirmation of public desire for noise 
mitigation would occur and if desired, noise barrier locations and heights would 
be refined and finalized. During Final Design, more detailed information on the 
location, actual height, and distance from the property line of each noise barrier 
will become available. 

7 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

8 Health Effects

9 Hazardous 
Materials

10 Alternatives, E1 
Alternative

From: Carolyn Fiedler
To: Projects
Subject: Loop 202 Proposed Freeway
Date: Tuesday, July 23, 2013 5:40:17 PM

To Whom it may concern,
Please do not build this freeway, as it is in fact, a truck bypass, not only for trucks
on I-10 east and west, but  ALSO for your proposed Canamex freeway from Mexico.
If you must have a bypass AND  the Canamex, go over to SR 85, which includes the
areas of the far west valley for which you are "predicting" massive future growth. 
Why would anyone want to take a community of mostly upper scale homes and
destroy it with a freeway? We love our culdesac, and the privacy and security it has
provided for over 20 years from Mountain Park Ranch to Club West. A giant sound
wall blocking views of the desert to the south is not what I want to see out my back
door. I also don't want to breath diesel and gasoline fumes and never open a
window again. I may plan to die in my home, but I don't think my life's end needs
to be sooner than the average person.
 Noise and air pollution, along with hazardous materials passing by hundreds of
homes and at least five schools in close proximity to the freeway ought to have been
enough to stop this project long ago. The possibility of a hazardous disaster with big
rig accidents, huge power lines and an underground gasoline pipeline is terrifying to
those of us that live along this route.
I strongly support a "do not build it here". Build it on SR 85 from Gila Bend. 
Carolyn Fiedler
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1 Alternatives Federal law prohibits the denial of access to any community. Thus, traffic 
interchanges would be located along the freeway where it borders the Gila River 
Indian Community (see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-51). 
Roadway connections on Gila River Indian Community land to the traffic 
interchanges would be the responsibility of the Gila River Indian Community, in 
coordination with appropriate jurisdictions.

2 Purpose and 
Need, Truck 
Bypass

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

3 Trucks

4 Alternatives The proposed freeway is part of a transportation system developed to improve 
mobility in the region by increasing capacity and providing alternatives to allow 
traffic to bypass already congested routes (see Final Environmental Impact 
Statement pages 1-21, 1-22, 3-1, and 3-3). Like other “loop” freeways in the 
Phoenix metropolitan area, the proposed South Mountain Freeway would be a 
commuter corridor, helping to move local traffic between the eastern and western 
portions of Maricopa County. The State Route 85/Interstate 8 Alternative was 
evaluated for the proposed project. The reasons this alternative was eliminated 
from further study are presented on page 3-9 of the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement.

5 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Prospective home buyers and members of the church built after the freeway was 
conceived, according to State law, should have been informed of the proposed 
facility. (Sellers are obligated by Arizona common law to disclose all known 
material facts about a property to the buyer.)

6 Neighborhoods/
Communities

While the E1 Alternative is adjacent to the largely residential areas of Ahwatukee 
Foothills Village (to the north), a freeway has been planned in this location 
for many years (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-17 and 
4-21). Where existing residential uses are adjacent to the proposed freeway, 
noise mitigation would be implemented according to Arizona Department of 
Transportation policy (see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 4-91). 

7 Noise The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
As mentioned in the sidebar on page 4-91, the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement is based on preliminary design and traffic information. As the design 
progresses to the Final Design phase, confirmation of public desire for noise 
mitigation would occur and if desired, noise barrier locations and heights would 
be refined and finalized. During Final Design, more detailed information on the 
location, actual height, and distance from the property line of each noise barrier 
will become available. 

8 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

From: danieltfiedler@cox.net
To: Projects
Subject: Loop 202 comments
Date: Wednesday, July 24, 2013 12:23:13 PM

To whom it may concern,
I would like to echo my wife's comments sent yesterday, and included here
below.
It will be an irreversible and costly mistake to build this freeway. We know we are
just the "little guys" standing against all kinds of people with "big power" to
get what they want, and we are sick and tired of them.
If the GRIC does not want to allow ADOT to use their land, but they want to use
the current route and make their own development plans, then why do we want to
destroy their sacred mountain and still give them great access to develop the
land along this route? It makes no sense. There seems to be no concern on their
part for our well being, and there is a double standard of what is considered
respectful.
Daniel Fiedler

To Whom it may concern,
Please do not build this freeway, as it is in fact, a truck bypass, not only
for trucks on I-10 east and west, but  ALSO for your proposed Canamex freeway
from Mexico. If you must have a bypass AND  the Canamex, go over to SR 85, which
includes the areas of the far west valley for which you are "predicting" massive
future growth.
Why would anyone want to take a community of mostly upper scale homes and
destroy it with a freeway? We love our culdesac, and the privacy and security (crime in the area will
undoubtedly increase) it
has provided for over 20 years from Mountain Park Ranch to Club West. A giant
sound wall blocking views of the desert to the south is not what I want to see
out my back door. I also don't want to breath diesel and gasoline fumes and
never open a window again. I may plan to die in my home, but I don't think my
life's end needs to be sooner than the average person.
 Noise and air pollution, along with hazardous materials passing by hundreds of
homes and at least five schools in close proximity to the freeway ought to have
been enough to stop this project long ago. The possibility of a hazardous
disaster with big rig accidents, huge power lines and an underground gasoline
pipeline is terrifying to those of us that live along this route.
I strongly support a "do not build it here". Build it on SR 85 from Gila Bend.
Carolyn Fiedler
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9 Health Effects The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

10 Hazardous 
Materials

11 Alternatives, E1 
Alternative



B1564 • Comment Response Appendix

Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 

1 Alternatives, No-
Action (No-Build) 
Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Purpose and Need Although the region’s freeways are now congested during the peak travel period, 
conditions in 2035 without the proposed freeway would be substantially worse with 
more congested areas and congested conditions for longer periods of time (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 1-21 and 1-22). 
Congestion relief resulting from the proposed freeway would provide localized 
reductions of delays on arterial streets and at interchanges. Reduced travel times 
would result in lower exposure to elevated concentrations of mobile source air 
toxics occurring in traffic. Other benefits of the proposed freeway in comparison 
to the No-Action Alternative are presented in Table 3-9 on page 3-38 of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement.

3 Alternatives Federal regulations stipulate that an environmental impact statement shall 
“rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives” (40 Code of 
Federal Regulations § 1502.14; see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-1). 
All alternatives were screened using a multidisciplinary set of criteria. Nonfreeway 
alternatives were considered (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 
3-3 through 3-6). Among other things, the study took into account improving 
existing freeways, improving or expanding other travel modes, strategies to reduce 
travel demand, and various roadway configurations. This study examined not only 
the potential impacts from improvements, but also the consequences of building 
nothing, the No Action Alternative. As proposed by the Maricopa Association 
of Governments, the South Mountain Freeway would be part of the Regional 
Freeway and Highway System. Other transportation improvements such as mass 
transit and local roads are specified in the Regional Transportation Plan and were 
considered during the evaluation of this proposed new freeway. As noted in the 
Final Environmental Impact Statement (see page 3-60), the proposed freeway would 
provide opportunities to enhance operation of future mass transit improvements.

4 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

5 Health Effects

From: Sierra Club on behalf of Randy Filipic
To: Projects
Subject: Comments in opposition to South Mountain Freeway
Date: Saturday, June 08, 2013 8:35:51 AM

Jun 8, 2013

Arizona Department of Transportation South Mountain Study Team
1655 W Jackson St, MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Dear South Mountain Study Team,

I am writing to express my opposition to the proposed South Mountain
Freeway and to urge ADOT to select the No-Build Alternative.

The proposed freeway would cause more problems than it would solve. In
addition, it would only provide short-term congestion relief. As is
evident by our numerous clogged roads and freeways, many of which have
recently been built or widened, building more roads is not the answer.
ADOT needs to instead focus on planning for and investing in long-term
transportation solutions, including mass transit. The only way to
effectively reduce congestion and mobilize people is by reducing the
number of vehicles utilizing our roads, not by encouraging more to use
them.

South Mountain Freeway would have incredible negative impacts on our
communities. Despite what the DEIS claims, air quality in the region
would worsen over time, increasing public health risks. As more
vehicles fill the "uncongested" areas this freeway would
temporarily provide, more pollution will be spewed into the air,
exacerbating asthma, cancer, and other diseases.

Please help protect our communities, our health, and our environment by
selecting the No Action Alternative. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mr. Randy Filipic
5650 S Kyrene Rd Apt 1247
Tempe, AZ 85283-1732
(480) 775-6914
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2

3

4

5
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1 Alternatives, No-
Action (No-Build) 
Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Purpose and Need Although the region’s freeways are now congested during the peak travel period, 
conditions in 2035 without the proposed freeway would be substantially worse with 
more congested areas and congested conditions for longer periods of time (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 1-21 and 1-22). 
Congestion relief resulting from the proposed freeway would provide localized 
reductions of delays on arterial streets and at interchanges. Reduced travel times 
would result in lower exposure to elevated concentrations of mobile source air 
toxics occurring in traffic. Other benefits of the proposed freeway in comparison 
to the No-Action Alternative are presented in Table 3-9 on page 3-38 of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement.

3 Alternatives Federal regulations stipulate that an environmental impact statement shall 
“rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives” (40 Code of 
Federal Regulations § 1502.14; see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-1). 
All alternatives were screened using a multidisciplinary set of criteria. Nonfreeway 
alternatives were considered (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 
3-3 through 3-6). Among other things, the study took into account improving 
existing freeways, improving or expanding other travel modes, strategies to reduce 
travel demand, and various roadway configurations. This study examined not only 
the potential impacts from improvements, but also the consequences of building 
nothing, the No Action Alternative. As proposed by the Maricopa Association 
of Governments, the South Mountain Freeway would be part of the Regional 
Freeway and Highway System. Other transportation improvements such as mass 
transit and local roads are specified in the Regional Transportation Plan and were 
considered during the evaluation of this proposed new freeway. As noted in the 
Final Environmental Impact Statement (see page 3-60), the proposed freeway would 
provide opportunities to enhance operation of future mass transit improvements.

From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Comments in opposition to South Mountain Freeway
Date: Monday, July 22, 2013 8:39:43 AM

FYI

-----Original Message-----
From: Sierra Club [mailto:information@sierraclub.org] On Behalf Of Randy Filipic
Sent: Saturday, July 20, 2013 10:05 AM
To: Projects
Subject: Comments in opposition to South Mountain Freeway

Jul 20, 2013

Arizona Department of Transportation South Mountain Study Team
1655 W Jackson St, MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Dear South Mountain Study Team,

I am writing to express my opposition to the proposed South Mountain Freeway and to urge ADOT to
select the No-Build Alternative.

The proposed freeway would cause more problems than it would solve. In addition, it would only
provide short-term congestion relief. As is evident by our numerous clogged roads and freeways, many
of which have recently been built or widened, building more roads is not the answer.
ADOT needs to instead focus on planning for and investing in long-term transportation solutions,
including mass transit. The only way to effectively reduce congestion and mobilize people is by reducing
the number of vehicles utilizing our roads, not by encouraging more to use them.

Please help protect our communities, our health, and our environment by selecting the No Action
Alternative. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mr. Randy Filipic
5650 S Kyrene Rd Apt 1247
Tempe, AZ 85283-1732
(480) 775-6914

________________________________

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for
use by the person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any
unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient,
please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus attachments.
.
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1 much worse on the citizens who live in Ahwatukee.  Thank

2 you very much for your time.

3          THE FACILITATOR:  Thank you, sir.

4          Jacob Findlay.

5          MR. FINDLAY:  Hello, my name is Jacob Findlay.

6 Thank you for listening to my comments.  I would just

7 encourage the committee, as it's obvious to know the

8 not-in-my-backyard arguments, they are typical of a

9 project like this, but they shouldn't carry weight, given

10 that they come with every project regardless of the time,

11 place, contacts, whatever.

12          This is an infill project from the City of

13 Phoenix, and I'm exited to see it finally come to

14 fruition.  Driving out on the 303 in the middle of the

15 desert is a little baffling when I consider that the 202

16 is something which we need much more desperately, it

17 hasn't been constructed and it looks great, but there's

18 nothing around it.  And the 303 out there, it's another

19 issue but encourages additional sprawl, that kind of

20 thing.  The 202 as an infill project that encourages more

21 development closer to downtown, people living close to

22 downtown living, etc.

23          I live in Laveen and live there because of the

24 proximity to downtown.  This freeway will enable me to

25 get downtown more quickly, to the services, that kind of

4369
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1 Alternatives, 
Gila River Indian 
Community 
Alignment

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife
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1 thing, but despite the proximity, we're still about a

2 half an hour from the nearest hospital; this freeway will

3 bring a hospital to Laveen.  So in terms of health

4 impact, the children and families, the environmental

5 impact statement addresses the health impacts I think

6 pretty thoroughly and mitigates the concerns that are

7 raised here.  An overarching health impact is not -- and

8 so it's contemplated that we will have a hospital and

9 emergency room where we don't currently have one.  It

10 will save lives and make a big impact on the community.

11          I also encourage the Gila River Indian Community

12 to work with the project to avoid having to blast through

13 the South Mountain.  If somebody uses South Mountain

14 frequently for recreation it's the last thing I want to

15 see, but given the current realities and the

16 unwillingness of the Gila River Indian Community to work

17 with this project, it's unavoidable.

18          And finally, I would encourage the project to

19 consider including bucolic elements on the freeway,

20 consider the context of where it's being built near the

21 mountain, include passages for wildlife, that kind of

22 thing for the javelina, the coyotes that live where this

23 freeway is passing, especially close to South Mountain.

24 Thank you for your time.

25          THE FACILITATOR:  Thank you.

2

1
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1 supposed to regulate that, and they're not doing

2 anything to stop the council from what they're doing.

3 So I just -- I just wanted to make that comment that

4 I would like to see it go on the reservation.  And it

5 would save a lot of the people in Ahwatukee to go

6 through what they have to go through.  And it would

7 also save that mountain that they wouldn't have to go

8 through if they built it on the reservation.

9             So that's the comment that I have, and

10 something that I have in my heart, and hope that in

11 one way or the other, that it will go to the

12 reservation.  Thank you.

13             THE FACILITATOR:  Thank you.

14             Sharon Finell.  Finell.  Which one is it?

15             MS. FINELL:  Perfect.

16             THE FACILITATOR:  Okay, thanks.

17             MS. FINELL:  Hi, good morning.  My name

18 is Sharon Finell.  I am a resident of Laveen.  And I

19 live just about a mile from where this proposed

20 freeway would be.  I am in support of the freeway.  I

21 am very excited.  I don't have a problem with us

22 having to cut through South Mountain.  I love South

23 Mountain as a form of recreation, and I think the

24 pass through South Mountain will provide more

25 recreation opportunities for people, as it will be

4232
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1 more accessible, and anticipate other trailheads and

2 other things that could encourage our community to

3 appreciate that more.

4             I also would love the opportunities that

5 the freeway would bring to our community.  Right now

6 I have three children that aren't at working age, but

7 at someday my kids are very excited to get a job, but

8 jobs are very minimum right now, because we have a

9 lack of businesses there.  I do believe the freeway

10 would bring in a lot of businesses and provide work

11 opportunities for a lot of the youth in our

12 community, who right now don't have that opportunity.

13 They would have to travel.  And I think it would

14 allow us to spend our money in our own community and

15 build our own community rather than right now we

16 travel to a distance to find places that would fit

17 the needs of our family.

18             So I am in support, and thank you very

19 much.

20             THE FACILITATOR:  Thank you.  Luther

21 Allen.  Luther Allen.  Luther Allen.

22             While we're waiting, just a reminder, if

23 anyone wishes to speak at the hearing, please make

24 sure you register at the registration desk.

25             At this point, we've exhausted the people
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: I approve of the 202
Date: Tuesday, July 02, 2013 10:44:41 AM
Attachments: image001.png

 
 
Thank you,
Matthew Eberhart
Community Relations Officer
1655 W Jackson St. MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602-712-2060
azdot.gov

 

From: Mike Fink [mailto:Mike.Fink@isagenixcorp.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 02, 2013 10:39 AM
To: Projects
Subject: I approve of the 202
 
I just wanted to say that me and may others approve of the 202 coming into Laveen.  I have been a
resident for 4 years and have seen the rise in traffic congestion.  I believe that this will more than
help alleviate these concerns and bring some business to the area to help continue to drive forward
movement of Laveen.
 
-Michael Fink

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.
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1 Visual Resources The Arizona Department of Transportation Roadside Development Section is 
responsible for assigning a wide range of standard treatment applications and 
wall materials, including color, to noise barriers and other structures. Typically 
the community where the wall will be constructed would work closely with its City 
Architect or planning department to decide on a theme for the wall. Usually, this 
can be accomplished by using the Arizona Department of Transportation standard 
applications. The process municipalities might take to achieve the desired aesthetic 
treatment of for noise barriers or other structures is explained on pages 4-158 and 
4-162 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement.

2 Design The study has considered concepts for parallel multiuse paths; however, the main 
line of the proposed freeway would not have a bicycle route as part of the design. 
The design of the traffic interchanges includes provisions for pedestrian and 
bicycle movement in accordance with current design guidelines and regulations. 
While not currently included, enhancements such as pedestrian bridges or multiuse 
paths may be added during the final design phase through coordination with the 
City of Phoenix (see page 3-60 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement). The 
cost and maintenance of these enhancements would be the responsibility of the 
City of Phoenix.
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1                           * * *

2

3          MS. FINNER:  My name is Jill Finner, F-i-n-n-e-r.

4          I would like to voice my support of building the

5 202 freeway, specifically the West 59th alternative.  I'm

6 a mother of small children.  I've been a leader of a moms'

7 group of over 70 moms which represent over 70 families,

8 and we are constantly driving almost 30 minutes to other

9 cities to find entertainment and dining options for family

10 get-togethers and outings and play dates.

11          I would also like to request an attractive sound

12 barrier and bike/running/pedestrian paths along the length

13 of the freeway, such as the San Antonio, Texas, freeway

14 system.

15          I'm in opposition to building a new casino and

16 hotel that our current infrastructure cannot support.

17          We would like to bring the Ahwatukee and Laveen

18 communities together, and the longer we wait to build, the

19 more the cost of construction will increase.  I would like

20 to build it.

21          Thank you.

22

23                           * * *

24

25          MR. ISLAUB:  My name is Lynwood Islaub,

4281
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: South Mountain 202 - Support statement
Date: Wednesday, May 29, 2013 12:44:17 PM

From: Marla Finnigan [mailto:marla.finnigan@gmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 29, 2013 12:35 PM
To: Projects
Subject: South Mountain 202 - Support statement

We have had frequent mulch fire breaks out along the proposed routes around Dobbins and
59th Ave. This causes Health Advisories to be issued and the property and well being of the
citizens to be jeopardized. I support the South Mountain 202 project. It will personally
provide me greater access to other areas of the Valley and will ensure that many of the acres
not currently being maintained will be utilized for helpful and purposeful reasons. 

Sincerely,

Marla Finnigan 

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.
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1 Alternatives, E1 
Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Acquisitions and 
Relocations

It is not within a City’s or State’s right to deny building permits to developers 
who meet all requirements and want to develop their land. In 1996, the Maricopa 
Association of Governments Regional Council approved the Red Letter Process to 
provide early notification of potential development (including plans, zoning, and 
permits) in planned freeway alignments. In addition, the Arizona Department of 
Transportation works closely with Cities and Counties during the environmental 
impact statement process to encourage developers to reserve land for future 
transportation improvements. In some cases, when the developer is willing, the 
Arizona Department of Transportation has been able to purchase a portion of the 
land through advanced acquisition (see Final Environmental Impact Statement 
pages 3-53, 4-13, and 4-48).

3 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Prospective home buyers and members of the church built after the freeway was 
conceived, according to State law, should have been informed of the proposed 
facility. (Sellers are obligated by Arizona common law to disclose all known 
material facts about a property to the buyer.)

4 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

5 Alternatives, No-
Action (No-Build) 
Alternative

Document Created: 5/10/2013 7:52:09 PM by Web Comment Form

A route south of Pecos Road must be found. It is far too late to use Pecos Rd. the City of
Phoenix should have denied those building permits in the path of the future freeway. They
should be held accountable for that. Also, as the song goes, "they paved paradise" applies to
this freeway blasting off a corner of the beautiful South Mountain Park! That is a crime
against nature, and cannot be allowed. It is far too late for the Pecos Road option to be
considered. Who in their right mind would think it is ok to bulldoze homes, churches, school,
and the corner of South Mountain?!! You must find another path, or go with the "no build"
option.

Lorie Fisher

1

2

3

4 5
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1 Alternatives, E1 
Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Acquisitions and 
Relocations

It is not within a City’s or State’s right to deny building permits to developers 
who meet all requirements and want to develop their land. In 1996, the Maricopa 
Association of Governments Regional Council approved the Red Letter Process to 
provide early notification of potential development (including plans, zoning, and 
permits) in planned freeway alignments. In addition, the Arizona Department of 
Transportation works closely with Cities and Counties during the environmental 
impact statement process to encourage developers to reserve land for future 
transportation improvements. In some cases, when the developer is willing, the 
Arizona Department of Transportation has been able to purchase a portion of the 
land through advanced acquisition (see Final Environmental Impact Statement 
pages 3-53, 4-13, and 4-48).

3 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Prospective home buyers and members of the church built after the freeway was 
conceived, according to State law, should have been informed of the proposed 
facility. (Sellers are obligated by Arizona common law to disclose all known 
material facts about a property to the buyer.)

4 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

5 Alternatives, 
Gila River Indian 
Community 
Alignment

From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: South Mountain Freeway opinion
Date: Tuesday, April 30, 2013 8:52:47 AM

-----Original Message-----
From: Lorie Fisher [mailto:morejava@cox.net]
Sent: Friday, April 26, 2013 4:44 PM
To: Projects
Subject: South Mountain Freeway opinion

It is too late to align the South Mountain Freeway along Pecos Road without much destruction and
devastation. It seems that the communication between ADOT and the department within the City of
Phoenix that issues building permits should have done a better job denying building the homes,
churches and schools in the path of the freeway. Live and learn. Also, it is unacceptable to cut through
any portion of South Mountain. We are literally "paving paradise!", just like the song says. Stop the
Pecos Road plan, and work diligently with the Gila River reservation for a route to the south of Pecos.
Sincerely,
Lorie Fisher
morejava@cox.net

________________________________

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for
use by the person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any
unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient,
please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus attachments.
.
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

6/13/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

6:58 PM
CALLER

DOUGLAS FISHER
CALLER ADDRESS:

18872 N. 93RD AVE., PEORIA, ARIZONA 85372
PHONE:

623-546-3938
EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I would like to leave a message in support of the South bound freeway. I drive in and around the city 
often and in my business this would be very helpful.  Bypassing a bottle-neck in the middle of the city.  
If you have any questions, contact me. Thank you. Bye bye.

1
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

5/15/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

7:00 PM
CALLER:

MARIANE FISHER
ADDRESS:

930 SOUTH DOBSON ROAD, MESA, AZ 85202
PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I am calling to support the new freeway that’s being built, the South Mountain Freeway. I would like to 
have this built because I believe this it would save on traffic congestion. Thank you.1
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1 Secondary and 
Cumulative

Unplanned growth is often termed “urban sprawl.” Generally, this term is used in 
the context of rapid and uncontrolled urban growth onto previously undeveloped 
land—usually on the outskirts of an existing urban area. Projects like the proposed 
freeway are often identified as contributors to urban sprawl. Freeway projects 
are often cited as making land at the urban fringe more accessible and, therefore, 
more attractive for development. However, examination of data comparing 
population and land use between 1975 and 2000 suggests major transportation 
projects like the proposed freeway do not induce growth in the region (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-170 through 4-174). The proposed 
freeway would be implemented in a historically quickly urbanizing area (most 
noticeably in the Western Section of the Study Area, although the nationwide 
recession which began in 2007 slowed growth). In the Eastern Section of the Study 
Area, the proposed freeway would abut public parkland, Native American land, 
and a near-fully developed area—therefore, any contribution to accelerated or 
induced growth would be constrained. The proposed freeway would be built in an 
area planned for urban growth as established in local jurisdictions’ land use plans 
for at least the last 25 years.

2 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

3 Health Effects

4 Air Quality

5 Cultural Resources

6 Purpose and 
Need, Lack of 
Support

1

2

3

4

5

(Responses continue on next page)
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1 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Alternatives, 
Gila River Indian 
Community 
Alignment

3 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife

4 Noise The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
Noise impacts on Phoenix South Mountain Park/Preserve were considered; 
however, the type of adjacent land uses and proximity of sensitive areas within 
the park did not qualify for mitigation based on the Arizona Department of 
Transportation Noise Abatement Policy (see page 4-88 in the Final Environmental 
Impact Statement for more information on the policy).
Although recreation uses are considered in the noise analysis as noise-
sensitive land uses, another consideration is the reasonableness of providing 
noise mitigation for a particular land use. For recreational land uses, typical 
considerations include the number of people using the facility and the amount of 
time the facility is in use throughout the day. Many of the recreational uses in the 
western portion of Phoenix South Mountain Park/Preserve receive infrequent use, 
and noise mitigation would not be reasonable given the high cost of construction.
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1               MS. FITZGERALD:  Noel Fitzgerald.  I live

2 right across the street from South Mountain and across

3 Baseline.  And -- but it's not just for me that I'm

4 concerned, because I'm nowhere near where that freeway

5 would be.  But I'm concerned that it will go right

6 through the park, which would seem a great shame when

7 there's land south that perhaps they can put the freeway

8 on.

9               I think about the animals and their

10 crossing; I think about people hiking in the park.  Even

11 if you can't see the freeway, you're going to hear it, so

12 it's going to really ruin South Mountain Park -- maybe

13 "ruin" is too much of a word -- but it's going to cause a

14 lot of changes that are really detrimental to people's

15 peace and solitude in there, except for the mountain

16 bikers.  But cars roaring past on the freeway is not --

17 doesn't belong in the park when there's so much land

18 around that they could put the freeway on.

19               Thank you.  That's why I'm here to see

20 what -- I guess I had never gone to a public hearing

21 where there was so much information presented.  And this

22 is really a great thing because there's both sides and

23 people need to know what it is that they're either for or

24 against, and this certainly spells it out.  And whoever

25 put this on is, I suppose, whoever is planning to build

4309
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1 the freeway -- the city or whatever.  But anyway, thank

2 you.

3                     *     *     *

4               MR. PALERMO:  My name is Joe Palermo.  I'm

5 in favor of the Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway.  I

6 commute daily for work on the I-10 through downtown, and

7 I believe that the Loop 202 will significantly help the

8 flow of traffic through downtown.

9               Additionally, I believe that the traffic

10 that is stuck in idling in downtown contributes

11 significantly to the poor air quality of our metropolitan

12 area.  And I believe that traffic will inevitably

13 increase over the coming years.  And while we have this

14 opportunity to build the 202 freeway, we should proceed

15 forward, rather than be behind the curve and potentially

16 find ourselves in a gridlock situation.

17               Additionally, I am an environmental

18 consultant as my career.  And I believe that this will

19 help me and my family with opportunity to potentially be

20 part of this important infrastructure project.  And so

21 additionally I'm in favor of it, not only for reasons for

22 the city, but also for myself personally.  Thank you.

23                      *     *     *

24               MR. MARINO:  Christopher Marino, and I'm

25 for the freeway.  I have lived in Ahwatukee for since
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1 Alternatives, No-
Action (No-Build) 
Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Purpose and Need Although the region’s freeways are now congested during the peak travel period, 
conditions in 2035 without the proposed freeway would be substantially worse with 
more congested areas and congested conditions for longer periods of time (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 1-21 and 1-22). 
Congestion relief resulting from the proposed freeway would provide localized 
reductions of delays on arterial streets and at interchanges. Reduced travel times 
would result in lower exposure to elevated concentrations of mobile source air 
toxics occurring in traffic. Other benefits of the proposed freeway in comparison 
to the No-Action Alternative are presented in Table 3-9 on page 3-38 of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement.

3 Alternatives Federal regulations stipulate that an environmental impact statement shall 
“rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives” (40 Code of 
Federal Regulations § 1502.14; see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-1). 
All alternatives were screened using a multidisciplinary set of criteria. Nonfreeway 
alternatives were considered (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 
3-3 through 3-6). Among other things, the study took into account improving 
existing freeways, improving or expanding other travel modes, strategies to reduce 
travel demand, and various roadway configurations. This study examined not only 
the potential impacts from improvements, but also the consequences of building 
nothing, the No Action Alternative. As proposed by the Maricopa Association 
of Governments, the South Mountain Freeway would be part of the Regional 
Freeway and Highway System. Other transportation improvements such as mass 
transit and local roads are specified in the Regional Transportation Plan and were 
considered during the evaluation of this proposed new freeway. As noted in the 
Final Environmental Impact Statement (see page 3-60), the proposed freeway would 
provide opportunities to enhance operation of future mass transit improvements.

4 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

5 Health Effects

6 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

7 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife

From: Sierra Club on behalf of Robin Flack
To: Projects
Subject: Comments in opposition to South Mountain Freeway
Date: Monday, May 27, 2013 12:14:52 PM

May 27, 2013

Arizona Department of Transportation South Mountain Study Team
1655 W Jackson St, MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Dear South Mountain Study Team,

I am writing to express my opposition to the proposed South Mountain
Freeway and to urge ADOT to select the No-Build Alternative.

Please select no-build alternatives to the proposed freeway going
through South Mt. Park.  Since I moved to Phoenix nearly 10 years ago,
I have been proud knowing that I live in a city that has the largest
park in the nation.  The consequences of building a major highway
through a large part of it are many and of serious consequences for
both the people and wildlife.

The proposed freeway would cause more problems than it would solve. In
addition, it would only provide short-term congestion relief. As is
evident by our numerous clogged roads and freeways, many of which have
recently been built or widened, building more roads is not the answer.
ADOT needs to instead focus on planning for and investing in long-term
transportation solutions, including mass transit. The only way to
effectively reduce congestion and mobilize people is by reducing the
number of vehicles utilizing our roads, not by encouraging more to use
them.

South Mountain Freeway would have incredible negative impacts on our
communities. Despite what the DEIS claims, air quality in the region
would worsen over time, increasing public health risks. As more
vehicles fill the "uncongested" areas this freeway would
temporarily provide, more pollution will be spewed into the air,
exacerbating asthma, cancer, and other diseases.

The freeway would also negatively effect our environment. South
Mountain Park is the largest city park in our nation. It was set aside
to protect resources and to benefit our communities. By blasting a
freeway through a portion of this park, wildlife and habitat will be
destroyed, movement corridors will be cut off, valuable public spaces
will be lost, and more. This would set a terrible precedent by
demolishing what should remain a protected area.

The freeway will also exacerbate urban sprawl and further burden
Arizona's taxpayers. Its construction would continue ADOT's trend of
forcing residents to remain vehicle-dependent while paying for
infrastructure so that others can live farther and farther from a city
center.

Please help protect our communities, our health, and our environment by
selecting the No Action Alternative. Thank you.
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8 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Unplanned growth is often termed “urban sprawl.” Generally, this term is used in 
the context of rapid and uncontrolled urban growth onto previously undeveloped 
land—usually on the outskirts of an existing urban area. Projects like the proposed 
freeway are often identified as contributors to urban sprawl. Freeway projects 
are often cited as making land at the urban fringe more accessible and, therefore, 
more attractive for development. However, examination of data comparing 
population and land use between 1975 and 2000 suggests major transportation 
projects like the proposed freeway do not induce growth in the region (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-170 through 4-174). The proposed action 
would be implemented in a historically quickly urbanizing area (most noticeably in 
the Western Section of the Study Area, although the nationwide recession which 
began in 2007 slowed growth). In the Eastern Section of the Study Area, the 
proposed freeway would abut public parkland, Native American land, and a near-
fully developed area—therefore, any contribution to accelerated or induced growth 
would be constrained. The proposed freeway would be built in an area planned for 
urban growth as established in local jurisdictions’ land use plans for at least the 
last 25 years.

Sincerely,

Ms. Robin Flack
21630 N 44th Pl
Phoenix, AZ 85050-6936
(480) 636-8331
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1 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife

3 Purpose and 
Need, Lack of 
Support

4 Purpose and Need Although the region’s freeways are now congested during the peak travel period, 
conditions in 2035 without the proposed freeway would be substantially worse with 
more congested areas and congested conditions for longer periods of time (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 1-21 and 1-22). 
Congestion relief resulting from the proposed freeway would provide localized 
reductions of delays on arterial streets and at interchanges. Reduced travel times 
would result in lower exposure to elevated concentrations of mobile source air 
toxics occurring in traffic. Other benefits of the proposed freeway in comparison 
to the No-Action Alternative are presented in Table 3-9 on page 3-38 of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement.

5 Traffic The responsiveness of the proposed freeway to purpose and need criteria is 
presented in the Final Environmental Impact Statement, beginning on page 3-27. 
Information related to total daily traffic on other regional freeways, including 
Interstate 10, with and without the proposed freeway is presented in Figure  3-12. 
Information related to traffic distribution on Study Area freeways and arterial 
streets, with and without the proposed freeway, is presented in Figure  3-13. 
Information showing hours of congestion on the region’s freeways, with and 
without the proposed freeway, are shown in Final Environmental Impact Statement 
Figure s 3-15 and 3-16.

6 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: South Mountain Freeway - Loop 202 extension
Date: Monday, June 24, 2013 8:54:35 AM

Thank you,
Felicia Beltran
Senior Community Relations Officer
1655 W Jackson St. MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602-319-7709
azdot.gov

From: Judy Flanagan [mailto:j.flanagan@jfimmigration.com] 
Sent: Sunday, June 23, 2013 10:08 AM
To: Projects
Subject: South Mountain Freeway - Loop 202 extension

Dear AZDOT,
I am writing to express my strong opposition to the Loop 202 extension. What a bad idea. I
love South Mountain Park, a desert oasis (and one of the largest city parks in the U.S.)! 
We're going to run a freeway through it? No, no, no.

Not only will it harm us, as city dwellers, who need open space (without traffic!), this
extension will destroy habitat for animals, birds, and vegetation.

Let's encourage people to use public transit or to car pool! Or maybe live in the city center so
they don't have to have such a long commute. What a waste of energy to be running a
freeway through a desert park. Just say no.

What evidence is there that this is going to reduce traffic and congestion? I don't buy it. In
fact, I think the evidence is out there that new freeways encourage more vehicle use, and we
end up with even more congestion. We already have a huge air pollution problem; let's not
compound it by adding a new freeway that bisects a park! 

Just say no.

Judy Flanagan

--
Judy Flanagan, Esq.
JUDY C. FLANAGAN, P.C.
1802 E. Thomas Rd. Ste. 18
Phoenix, Arizona 85016-8134
Phone: 602.667.6200
Fax: 602.667.6301

1

2

3

4 5

6



 Comment Response Appendix • B1583

Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 

j.flanagan@jfimmigration.com
www.jfimmigration.com

Please note: This e-mail and any attachments to it are confidential, and may be protected by
legal privilege. If you are not the intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure, copying,
distribution, or unauthorized use of this e-mail or any attachment is prohibited. If you have
received this e-mail in error, please notify the sender immediately, and delete this copy from
your system. Thank you.

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.
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www.drivernix.com
Driver and Nix Court Reporters - (602) 266-6525

Page 12

1 no ways to get to a hospital if there's a emergency.  So

2 having a freeway will bring a hospital closer to

3 individuals.  Instead of driving at least 20 minutes

4 away, you'll have a hospital within five to ten minutes.

5 You'll just have people with disabilities that have no

6 way of getting to a hospital also, and this will bring a

7 hospital for that.  So for low income people, people from

8 disability, and for minorities, it'll bring not only a

9 hospital but good paying jobs also.  That's it.  Just

10 build that damn freeway.

11                       *     *     *

12               PAULA FLECK:  Paula Fleck.  I just wanted

13 to add that I heard a woman get up and speak and mention

14 that she believed that adding the 202 would cause

15 emphysema.  And I'm a respiratory therapist, and I can

16 tell you that emphysema is not caused by pollution from

17 the 202.  Over 90 percent of it is caused by smoke like

18 cigarettes or any kind of thing you would smoke.  About,

19 I'd say, five percent would be from secondhand smoke or

20 working in a job where you're around a lot of chemicals,

21 directly exposed and not protecting yourself with the

22 mask, and about one percent of it is caused by alpha

23 1-antitrypsin.  Those are rough numbers.

24               But I'll tell you this is from my

25 schooling, as well as what I've seen working in a

4319
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1 Comment noted.

www.drivernix.com
Driver and Nix Court Reporters - (602) 266-6525

Page 13

1 hospital 40 hours a week, and this is from my own

2 experience.  And it is not caused by cars driving on the

3 202.  In fact, having the 202 will reduce the stop-and-go

4 traffic that you have on the surface streets and reduce

5 pollution in that way, I believe.  So that's all I had to

6 add.

7                       *     *     *

8               UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  I'm very much for

9 the highway for Laveen, I feel that it would bring in

10 jobs, especially for the youth and the community; and I

11 think that that will assist with some of the crime and

12 the graffiti if we had the highway, which would bring

13 more businesses.

14               The hospital, we have a lot of senior

15 citizens that live in the area, and unfortunately, the

16 nearest hospital is -- I think it's Maricopa Integrated,

17 and that is a long way when it's an emergency.

18               So that is my comment, and my reasons for

19 supporting the I-10 highway -- Loop 202 South Mountain

20 Freeway.

21                       *     *     *

22               MR. HERNANDEZ:  David Hernandez.  I live in

23 the preferred route, 59th Avenue south of I-10, and they

24 need to build the freeway.  Yes, I agree with it.

25 However, the route that they are taking is shortsighted.

1
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1 average household income than the City of Phoenix --

2          THE FACILITATOR:  Excuse me.

3          MS. KEENAN:  -- Paradise Valley, and the greater

4 national average.  Thank you.

5          There aren't that many people here to speak; I

6 don't know why you can't let people speak a couple more

7 seconds.

8          THE FACILITATOR:  Paula Fleck.

9          Before you begin, ma'am, keep in mind the

10 three-minute time limit.

11          Also, please be respectful of all the speakers.

12 Your comments need to be kept to yourself so we can honor

13 the comments and opinions of each speaker, regardless of

14 your side of the issue.

15          Yes, ma'am, go ahead.

16          MS. FLECK:  Okay.  I think it is time to build

17 the South Mountain freeway.  Valley commuters have waited

18 in traffic jams long enough.  The freeway will cut

19 congestion across the metro area, reduce the air

20 pollution, and save drivers time and money; 64.3 percent

21 of likely voters in Maricopa County support construction

22 of the freeway, according to the results of a new poll

23 commissioned by We Build Arizona.  Just 19.6 percent said

24 they were opposed or likely to oppose the project.

25          In a separate survey also commissioned by We

4403
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1 Design The study has considered concepts for parallel multiuse paths; however, the main 
line of the proposed freeway would not have a bicycle route as part of the design. 
The design of the traffic interchanges includes provisions for pedestrian and 
bicycle movement in accordance with current design guidelines and regulations. 
While not currently included, enhancements such as pedestrian bridges or multiuse 
paths may be added during the final design phase through coordination with the 
City of Phoenix (see page 3-60 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement). The 
cost and maintenance of these enhancements would be the responsibility of the 
City of Phoenix.

www.drivernix.com
Driver and Nix Court Reporters - (602) 266-6525
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1 Build Arizona, 59 percent of likely voters living in

2 Ahwatukee and Laveen support the freeway as well.  If we

3 don't built South Mountain freeway, traffic from the

4 region will get much worse over the next two decades,

5 according to ADOT's own study.  According to the study,

6 traffic on I-10 between Ahwatukee and Goodyear will grow

7 28 percent.  Another 103,000 cars will use the Broadway

8 curve each day, and then 38,000 cars will jam the tunnel

9 each day.  Morning and evening commute times will

10 increase from 39 percent to 82 percent.  Traffic

11 congestion on city streets will increase 46 percent.  The

12 same report indicates the project also will reduce air

13 pollution by reducing the time people spend stuck in

14 traffic.

15          The project will create 30,000 jobs during the

16 five- to six-year construction period and result in a

17 $2 billion investment in the Phoenix area economy.  The

18 money to build the freeway is in the budget.  It was

19 approved by voters twice, first in 1985 and again in

20 2004.  There is no more important project to the area

21 commuters and workers than the South Mountain freeway

22 project.  We must build it now.

23          Also, I would like to add that when we do this

24 project, we should include a multiuse path alongside the

25 freeway so citizens have the choice of how they want to
1
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1 commute.  Thank you.

2          THE FACILITATOR:  Thank you.

3          The next speaker, could you use this microphone,

4 please.  Thank you, ma'am.

5          Raven Barehand.

6          As we're waiting for the next speaker, I'd like

7 to remind you to refrain from clapping or making comments

8 regarding any speaker's position on any of this out of

9 respect for their position.

10          Ms. Barehand, you can use this microphone here.

11 You have three minutes, the timer is here in front of

12 you.  You may begin.

13          MS. BAREHAND:  Okay.  Hi, my name is Raven

14 Barehand, I live over there in Laveen and Komatke in the

15 Hillcrest area.  One thing I'd like to say is that that

16 freeway would steal the blue from the Estrella Mountain

17 range.  It's a brilliant blue, it's a brilliant, cobalt

18 blue or very bright blue.  There's no other mountain

19 around here that is that blue as that mountain, and on

20 days when there is a lot of smog that comes in from

21 Phoenix, that mountain turns gray.  And so I know that it

22 would cause more emphysema, a lot of people don't want it

23 but the thing is it would cause a lot more sicknesses to

24 come to that area.

25          I know that the people who were pushing to have
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1 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

From: Rusty Crerand
To: ADOT
Subject: Loop 202 S. Mt. #1320263232
Date: Monday, July 22, 2013 7:53:47 AM
Attachments: image001.png

7/21/2013 5:28:35 PM
Hello,
 
I am writing to state my strong opposition to any kind of freeway running through the South
Mountain preserve.  PLEASE do not approve of such a project - it would be a travesty to
destroy ANY of the South Mountain landscape for a new freeway.
 
Regards,
Devin Fleenor
Lifetime AZ resident
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Rusty Crerand
Constituent Services Officer
206 S. 17th Ave.
MD 118A Room 101
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602.712.7856
dcrerand@azdot.gov
 

 

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.
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1 country.  And to make our air better, to make the

2 lives of the people living in their communities

3 better.  And I am one that believes that the people

4 living in the state of Arizona and Maricopa County

5 are a priority.  And that if our air is circulating

6 by our cars moving faster, it's not idling and

7 staying stagnant in one location.  So that's what I'm

8 here to say today.

9             And I, obviously, love the state of

10 Arizona, but more importantly, I love Laveen.

11             THE FACILITATOR:  Thank you.  Just a

12 note, remember there are two microphones, one on

13 either side.  So if you would please feel free to use

14 either one.

15             Shelley Fletcher.

16             MS. FLETCHER:  Thanks.  My name is

17 Shelley Rogers Fletcher, and I live at 5039 West

18 Olney Avenue in Laveen, which puts me right on 51st

19 Avenue, which is the affected 202 at this point for

20 all the truck bypass traffic, which travels through

21 Laveen.

22             We have watched over the past 20 years,

23 as this freeway first started being discussed, the

24 increase in traffic on 51st Avenue.  The truck

25 traffic is phenomenal, considering all the truck

4226
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1 terminals that are being built on the west side of

2 Phoenix.  And most of them will come through Laveen

3 to avoid having to go through the congestion on the

4 freeways in Phoenix.

5             I obviously am pro 202.  I don't believe

6 we can stand still and pretend that the growth in

7 Laveen hasn't happened, and that the houses haven't

8 been built and that the houses all over the Valley

9 haven't been built.  It's time to complete our bypass

10 system and our loop system has been approved a long

11 time.  I've been going to these hearings for 20

12 years.  I hope this is perhaps the last opportunity I

13 have to speak on this particular subject.  It's time

14 we built the 202, those of us that live with the

15 traffic that's being created anyway would prefer to

16 have it in a more orderly fashion going through our

17 community.  Thank you.

18             THE FACILITATOR:  Thank you.  If anyone

19 else has not registered would like to speak at the

20 hearing, please make sure you register at the

21 registration desk and then come before us.

22             I believe we have a preregistered

23 speaker, Jennifer Nelson; are you here?  Jennifer

24 Nelson in the auditorium?  She's coming?  Thank you.

25 Jennifer Nelson, please.

1
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: 202 expansion
Date: Wednesday, June 26, 2013 8:10:53 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Thank you,
Matthew Eberhart
Community Relations Officer
1655 W Jackson St. MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602-712-2060
azdot.gov

From: Lisa Flodin [mailto:pflodin1@cox.net] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 25, 2013 6:16 PM
To: Projects
Subject: 202 expansion

To whom it may concern,

The 202 expansion has been voted on twice and passed to be built so what is there to
revote on.  Many of us bought houses in regions with the belief that because it passed that
it would be built and are finding that the local governments lack of follow through rather
troubling.  I am starting to think of moving from this state all together recently and this is
part of the reason.  That and your horrible schools.  Please get something right soon!

Thank you,

Lisa M. Flodin

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Build the South Mountain Freeway
Date: Wednesday, May 22, 2013 10:53:21 AM

 
 

From: Terri Flood [mailto:terri@escapesunlimited.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 21, 2013 6:28 AM
To: Projects
Cc: info@buildthe202.com
Subject: Build the South Mountain Freeway
 
As a resident of Laveen, I urge you to pass and build the 202.  It is something that is
needed in our area, and with the growth that we are currently seeing, it will help
with traffic, and infrastructure.
 

I have gone social, please like my facebook page at
http://www.facebook.com/EscapesUnlimitedIncAZ

 

Warmest Regards,
Terri Flood, Owner
Escapes Unlimited
www.escapesunlimitedAZ.com
602~466~2444 ~ Phoenix
800~594~7084 ext 1 ~ Toll free
 
 

2012 Recipient of the Sandals Lifetime Achievement
Award

 

Recipient of Sandals Chairman's Royal Club Award 2011
& 2012

Sandals & Beaches Best of the Best Award 2005 thru
2012

 

ARIZONA'S #1 HONEYMOON & DESTINATION

1
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

6/13/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

7:15 PM
CALLER

BEATRICE FLORES
CALLER ADDRESS:

PHONE:

623-388-4491
EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I am a Peoria resident and I’m in favor of the South Mountain freeway bypass. Please contact me if you 
need to verify. Thank you.1
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1 Visual Resources Because Pecos Road is already a four-lane arterial street and is in approximately 
the same location as the proposed E1 Alternative, viewers would not be seeing any 
phenomena they do not already see (see Final Environmental Impact Statement 
page 4-169). The proposed freeway would have eight lanes of traffic and carry 
more vehicles, but what park users and residents would see would not be 
substantively different from what they already see along Pecos Road. Page 4-169 
in the Final Environmental Impact Statement lists measures that should help to 
avoid, reduce, or mitigate aesthetic impacts. Larger saguaro cacti, mature trees, 
and large shrubs that would likely survive the transplanting and sitting-in period 
would help in visually sensitive or critical roadway areas.

2 Purpose and 
Need, Lack of 
Support

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

3 Air Quality

4 Neighborhoods/
Communities

While the City of Phoenix Police Department reported in 2005 that it did not 
have any statistics specific to crime adjacent to freeways, the Police Department 
did note that, based on its experience, there does not appear to be a correlation 
between crime rates and freeways. See Final Environmental Impact Statement 
sidebar on page 4-21.

5 Neighborhoods/
Communities

While the E1 Alternative is adjacent to the largely residential areas of Ahwatukee 
Foothills Village (to the north), a freeway has been planned in this location 
for many years (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-17 and 
4-21). Where existing residential uses are adjacent to the proposed freeway, 
noise mitigation would be implemented according to Arizona Department of 
Transportation policy (see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 4-91).

6 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: No freeway near Pecos
Date: Monday, July 08, 2013 8:49:32 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Thank you,
Matthew Eberhart
Community Relations Officer
1655 W Jackson St. MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602-712-2060
azdot.gov

From: Aimee Flores [mailto:eemiatregge@hotmail.com] 
Sent: Saturday, July 06, 2013 11:15 PM
To: Projects
Subject: No freeway near Pecos

 

My family and I do NOT want the freeway built near Pecos Road or anywhere near
Ahwatukee. This freeway will destroy our area! 
 
We moved to Ahwatukee because the area was pristine and safe. Building this freeway will
bring more traffic, pollution, and crime to our area. 
 
Downtown Phoenix's air quality is horrible. The only clean air is outside of the city. Do not
bring this pollution to the outskirts of town.
 
Ahwatukee is safe because of the limited access. It's known as the big cul de sac and we like
it that way. 
 
The proposed freeway will destroy our lifestyle and the lifestyle of the many animals and
birds that live in our desert areas.
 
Thank you for your time,
 
Aimee M. Flores and family
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

5/20/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

2:25 PM
CALLER:

CHERYL FLYNN
CALLER ADDRESS:

PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I support the South Mountain freeway. Thank you. Bye.1
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

5/16/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

10:07 AM
CALLER:

FLORA FONG
CALLER ADDRESS:

4102 E. SCUPTURE PLACE, CHANDLER, AZ 85249
PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I support the South Mountain Freeway. It is very important for the traffic.1
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

5/20/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

1:48 PM
CALLER:

ANTOINETTE FORCINE
CALLER ADDRESS:

PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I’m for the South Mountain Freeway. Thank you.1
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1 Alternatives, No-
Action (No-Build) 
Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

3 Purpose and Need Although the region’s freeways are now congested during the peak travel period, 
conditions in 2035 without the proposed freeway would be substantially worse with 
more congested areas and congested conditions for longer periods of time (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 1-21 and 1-22). 
Congestion relief resulting from the proposed freeway would provide localized 
reductions of delays on arterial streets and at interchanges. Reduced travel times 
would result in lower exposure to elevated concentrations of mobile source air 
toxics occurring in traffic. Other benefits of the proposed freeway in comparison 
to the No-Action Alternative are presented in Table 3-9 on page 3-38 of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement.

4 Alternatives Federal regulations stipulate that an environmental impact statement shall 
“rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives” (40 Code of 
Federal Regulations § 1502.14; see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-1). 
All alternatives were screened using a multidisciplinary set of criteria. Nonfreeway 
alternatives were considered (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 
3-3 through 3-6). Among other things, the study took into account improving 
existing freeways, improving or expanding other travel modes, strategies to reduce 
travel demand, and various roadway configurations. This study examined not only 
the potential impacts from improvements, but also the consequences of building 
nothing, the No Action Alternative. As proposed by the Maricopa Association 
of Governments, the South Mountain Freeway would be part of the Regional 
Freeway and Highway System. Other transportation improvements such as mass 
transit and local roads are specified in the Regional Transportation Plan and were 
considered during the evaluation of this proposed new freeway. As noted in the 
Final Environmental Impact Statement (see page 3-60), the proposed freeway would 
provide opportunities to enhance operation of future mass transit improvements.

5 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

6 Health Effects

7 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife

From: Sierra Club on behalf of Peggy Ford
To: Projects
Subject: Comments in opposition to South Mountain Freeway
Date: Monday, May 27, 2013 10:14:37 AM

May 27, 2013

Arizona Department of Transportation South Mountain Study Team
1655 W Jackson St, MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Dear South Mountain Study Team,

I am writing to express my opposition to the proposed South Mountain
Freeway and to urge ADOT to select the No-Build Alternative.

It is almost impossible to regain a healthy ecology once it has been
interrupted.  South Mountain Park was established to preserve the
unique desert ecology of the area.  A freeway through there would
defeat the purpose of the Park.

The proposed freeway would cause more problems than it would solve. In
addition, it would only provide short-term congestion relief. As is
evident by our numerous clogged roads and freeways, many of which have
recently been built or widened, building more roads is not the answer.
ADOT needs to instead focus on planning for and investing in long-term
transportation solutions, including mass transit. The only way to
effectively reduce congestion and mobilize people is by reducing the
number of vehicles utilizing our roads, not by encouraging more to use
them.

South Mountain Freeway would have incredible negative impacts on our
communities. Despite what the DEIS claims, air quality in the region
would worsen over time, increasing public health risks. As more
vehicles fill the "uncongested" areas this freeway would
temporarily provide, more pollution will be spewed into the air,
exacerbating asthma, cancer, and other diseases.

The freeway would also negatively effect our environment. South
Mountain Park is the largest city park in our nation. It was set aside
to protect resources and to benefit our communities. By blasting a
freeway through a portion of this park, wildlife and habitat will be
destroyed, movement corridors will be cut off, valuable public spaces
will be lost, and more. This would set a terrible precedent by
demolishing what should remain a protected area.

The freeway will also exacerbate urban sprawl and further burden
Arizona's taxpayers. Its construction would continue ADOT's trend of
forcing residents to remain vehicle-dependent while paying for
infrastructure so that others can live farther and farther from a city
center.

Please help protect our communities, our health, and our environment by
selecting the No Action Alternative. Thank you.

Sincerely,

1

5

2

3

4

2

6

8

1

(Responses continue on next page)
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8 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Unplanned growth is often termed “urban sprawl.” Generally, this term is used in 
the context of rapid and uncontrolled urban growth onto previously undeveloped 
land—usually on the outskirts of an existing urban area. Projects like the proposed 
freeway are often identified as contributors to urban sprawl. Freeway projects 
are often cited as making land at the urban fringe more accessible and, therefore, 
more attractive for development. However, examination of data comparing 
population and land use between 1975 and 2000 suggests major transportation 
projects like the proposed freeway do not induce growth in the region (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-170 through 4-174). The proposed action 
would be implemented in a historically quickly urbanizing area (most noticeably in 
the Western Section of the Study Area, although the nationwide recession which 
began in 2007 slowed growth). In the Eastern Section of the Study Area, the 
proposed freeway would abut public parkland, Native American land, and a near-
fully developed area—therefore, any contribution to accelerated or induced growth 
would be constrained. The proposed freeway would be built in an area planned for 
urban growth as established in local jurisdictions’ land use plans for at least the 
last 25 years.

Ms. Peggy Ford
1053 W District St
Tucson, AZ 85714-1103
(520) 889-1963
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

5/18/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

1:03 PM
CALLER:

KATE FORD
CALLER ADDRESS:

5706 N. CENTRAL AVENUE, PHOENIX, AZ
PHONE:

480-948-6632
EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I support the building of the freeway. Thank you very much.

1 Comment noted.

1
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1 Acquisitions and 
Relocations

A review of the literature reveals few detailed and comprehensive analyses of the 
relationship between the transportation infrastructure and residential property 
values. A recent study by the California Department of Transportation concluded 
that freeway facilities did not substantially affect sales prices in residential 
areas adjacent to the facility. The study concluded that it is the visibility of the 
freeway that may influence selling price and not distance or noise. As a result, the 
researchers generally concluded that the more the visibility of a new freeway is 
reduced, the less it would determine the sales price of homes sold in the area.

2 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

3 Noise

4 Construction The freeway construction staging plan for the area along Pecos Road would allow 
for keeping east–west travel open during construction. One side of the freeway 
would be constructed while traffic remained on Pecos Road. When complete, 
traffic would be shifted from Pecos Road to the new freeway. At that time, the 
other side of the freeway would be built. Therefore, traffic would be able to 
continue to operate as it currently does during construction. However, temporary 
detours may be needed during construction. (See Final Environmental Impact 
Statement page 3-27.)

5 Purpose and 
Need, Lack of 
Support

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

6 Neighborhoods/
Communities

While the E1 Alternative is adjacent to the largely residential areas of Ahwatukee 
Foothills Village (to the north), a freeway has been planned in this location 
for many years (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-17 and 
4-21). Where existing residential uses are adjacent to the proposed freeway, 
noise mitigation would be implemented according to Arizona Department of 
Transportation policy (see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 4-91).

From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Opposition to S. Mountain Freeway
Date: Friday, June 28, 2013 10:00:25 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Thank you,
Matthew Eberhart
Community Relations Officer
1655 W Jackson St. MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602-712-2060
azdot.gov

From: Kathy Forger [mailto:kathy.forger@russlyon.com] 
Sent: Friday, June 28, 2013 9:38 AM
To: Projects
Subject: Opposition to S. Mountain Freeway

As a local real estate Agent selling and listing homes in the Ahwatukee area, I am
STRONGLY opposed to building the 202 Freeway along the Pecos Rd. alignment.  I can
attest to the fact the the freeway being built so close to residential areas will have a
negative impact on homes selling near by, not to mention the affects of pollution, road
noise, etc.

.It has taken a number of years for this area to recover from the last road construction on
Pecos and the everlasting reputation of the "largest cul-de-sac" in the nation.  This
reputation has influenced potential homeowners to choose NOT to move to Ahwatukee
because it was so difficult to access when Pecos was under construction. I can't imagine
having to go through that yet again!

As a member of PARC we implore you to find another option.  This is not a wise way to
spend the Public's tax dollar and will not improve the quality of life in our community.

Kathy Forger, GRI, CNE
Mobile (602) 430-1199
E-Fax (480) 283-2031
"Committed to earning your repeat & referral business."

1
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Document Created: 5/21/2013 2:53:18 PM by Web Comment Form

South Mountain Freeway is desperately needed and the sooner the better.  I reside in the
Laveen Meadows subdivision.    At that time I puchased my home in November 2007, the
South Mountain Freeway was being discussed and assurances were made to me of the
potential of not only the Freeway but of substantial economic development in the area.  As
you know this has not happened and the area is isolated with very little business
development.  It is vital that the South Mountain Freeway be started and completed without
further delay.  Let's stop talking and start building!!!

Janet Forgy

1 Comment noted.

1
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1 Comment noted.

www.drivernix.com
Driver and Nix Court Reporters - (602) 266-6525

Page 7

1 though we're right next door until we and our kids and

2 our people realize that we can make bigger strides if we

3 apply ourselves and our children and not be afraid to

4 stand in places where we need to stand up.  That's about

5 it.

6                Thank you very much.

7                MS. FORGY:  My name is Janet Forgy.  I

8 have lived in Laveen area, the 67th Avenue and Baseline

9 subdivision, Laveen Meadows, for about six years in

10 November.  And I can tell you we desperately need to have

11 this 202.  It's imperative.  It's like we're out in the

12 boondocks.  Businesses are not developing.  We have to go

13 five miles to get to I-10, that's the shortest distance,

14 five or 13 miles to get to an interstate.

15                I-10 is like a parking lot sometimes.

16 There's no development of businesses.  I mean, there's

17 nothing.  We need that desperately, and so I strongly

18 encourage the 202 to be developed as soon as possible

19 without any delays cause we definitely need it.

20                UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  One of the things I

21 want to stress is that when I purchased my house in

22 November of 2007 I saw the possibilities of development

23 and I was assured that it was going to be developed.  It

24 subsequently has not.  As a matter of fact I understand

25 because of the economic situations, things had a way of

4178
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1 Comment noted.

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

5/15/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

4:41 PM
CALLER:

JANET FORNEY
CALLER ADDRESS:

3897 E. SCOPIO PLACE, CHANDER, AZ 85249
PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I am calling in support of the South Mountain Freeway to take the congestion off of Interstate 10 and 
make it easier for me, and my family, and my children to get to where we need to go living out here. 
So, please support the building of this freeway. Thank you.

1
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1 Comment noted.

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

6/11/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

4:01 PM
CALLER

MARY FOSTER
CALLER ADDRESS:

10138 W. CAMDEN AVENUE, SUN CITY, ARIZONA
85351

PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
Hello, I am in favor of the South Mountain Freeway.1



 Comment Response Appendix • B1607

Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 

1 Comment noted.

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

5/20/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

4:32 PM
CALLER:

JOHN & BARBARA FOSTER
CALLER ADDRESS:

4008 N. 40TH PLACE, PHOENIX, ARIZONA 85018
PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
We support the South Mountain freeway. Please build it. Ok, thank you.1
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1 Comment noted.

From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: 202 Freeway
Date: Monday, May 20, 2013 8:29:45 AM

From: Dennis Fox [mailto:dennis_f12@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Saturday, May 18, 2013 10:39 AM
To: Projects
Subject: 202 Freeway

Please build it. We've wasted enough taxpayer money.

Sent from Yahoo! Mail on Android

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1
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1 Comment noted.

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

5/15/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

2:54 PM
CALLER:

SAMI FOX
CALLER ADDRESS:

1058 E. GARNET AVENUE, MESA, AZ 85204
PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I approve of the loop from South Mountain to I-10.  I would just like to make sure there is a time 
frame involved.  I don’t want to see anymore heavy duty equipment sitting on the side of the road not 
doing anything for a number of hours.  I would hope we would have a contract in order to have at 
least two shifts during the day – possibly late at night, possibly early in the morning in order to 
facilitate the building of this access road and to alleviate traffic problems that we are currently 
experiencing in the valley. Thank you.

1
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1 Comment noted.

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

6/11/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

4:36 PM
CALLER

DON & HENRIETTA FOX
CALLER ADDRESS:

15203 W. PAPAGO STREET, GOODYEAR, ARIZONA 
85338

PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
Yes, we’d like to support the South Mountain freeway to connect to I-10. You have our support.1
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1 Comment noted.

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 

DATE: 5/15/13
INCOMING CALL

TIME: 5:20 PM
CALLER:

JESSIE FRABAYZEGA 
CALLER ADDRESS:

8823 W. CYPRESS STREET, PHOENIX, AZ 85037
PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I support the South Mountain Freeway. Thank you.1
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1 Comment noted.

From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: 202 freeway completion
Date: Monday, May 20, 2013 8:27:17 AM

From: david fraire [mailto:fraire13@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Sunday, May 19, 2013 1:04 AM
To: Projects
Subject: 202 freeway completion

What are you waiting for? build that damn freeway!!! It's been in the books since early 80's when I was
planning on moving to awhautukee foothils new development.  We were advised on the freeway route
way back then,.  All these persons that claimed not to be knowledgeable on the subject are playing
ignorance.  You know what they say "ignorance is a bliss".

Thanks and best  regards

fraire

David Fraire 
2875 W. Highland St.#1100
Chandler, Arizona 85224
Cell: 480.772.0054
fraire13@yahoo.com

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1
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1 Comment noted.

Document Created: 5/21/2013 8:52:31 PM by Web Comment Form

My comment comes from miles and hours spent on the urban roads stopping and going,
yelling and screaming, slowing down for school zones and stopping for road construction. I
strongly agree to go forth on the W59 Alternative, as a commuter who travels from 67th Ave
and Baseline to 16th and Camelback, I feel that this alternative would have great impact on
my commute from home but also for the commute of many other drivers that I happen follow
in and out of the Laveen neighborhoods. I don't agree with this alternative only for my benefit
but for the benefit of all commuters that travel into Downtown Phoenix or the East Valley. It is
also my opinion that the W59 Alternative is a median point for Laveen commuters to go
WEST or EAST at the I-10 TI. I also feel that the W59 Alternative will have a better economic
turnaround. You have easier and faster commute to downtown activities, work opportunities
in the City of Phoenix and a better way for West and East Phoenix Community to visit
Laveen. The Bequiva Casino will also get a great way to get Casino goers to visit and help
built the Native communities that recieve no support from neighboring cities. My opinion is
also that the W101 Alternatives will have no benefit to the majority of the Laveen Community
and will ultimately be a waste of Tax payer money and we all know that wasting Tax payer
money needs to stop.

Ivan Fraire

1
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1 Comment noted.

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

5/15/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

3:55 PM
CALLER:

FRANCIS
CALLER ADDRESS:

PHONE:

602-437-2337
EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
Hello, I support the South Mountain Freeway. Thank you.1
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1 my support for the 202 freeway.  I happen to live in

2 Ahwatukee just off of Chandler Boulevard and I know that

3 there's been a lot of conversations in Ahwatukee about

4 the impact to that part of Phoenix.  I think it would

5 actually be a boon to that portion of town for several

6 reasons.  If you travel from Ahwatukee up I-10 to get to

7 I-17 going north to Prescott, you've experienced a lot of

8 traffic delays on I-10, particularly through the Broadway

9 curve.  I think this freeway extension will help to

10 relieve that traffic by bringing traffic off of I-10 that

11 comes up from Tucson and has to get to the middle of

12 Phoenix.  This way you'll have a bypass that will

13 actually put that traffic out to the west side of town

14 and relieve the congestion and the delays that people

15 from Ahwatukee experience getting to the airport and in

16 the central business district of Phoenix.

17          So, again, I want to support my support -- or

18 voice my support for this freeway project.  I know that a

19 lot of the information that you see here in the draft EIS

20 shows the real benefits of that and in particular,

21 further, I want to voice the support and in the area of

22 relieving traffic from my area of town.  Thank you.

23          THE FACILITATOR:  Thank you.

24          Randy Frank.

25          MR. FRANK:  I'm Randy Frank, I'm representing

4389

(Comment codes begin on next page)
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1 Comment noted.
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1 Bay State Milling Company, 421 South 99the Avenue.  I

2 want to go on record fully supporting the South Mountain

3 corridor freeway with the alignment, recommended

4 alignment going down 59th Avenue.  Thank you.

5          THE FACILITATOR:  Thank you.

6          Reyes Medrano.

7          MR. MEDRANO:  Good afternoon.  Reyes Medrano,

8 I'm the City manager of the City of Tolleson at 9555 West

9 Van Buren.  Mr. Burdick, good to see you, sir, it's been

10 too long.

11          We're here to accompany Mr. Frank, who is one of

12 our primary business partners and employers in Tolleson,

13 and also to issue our support for the 59th Avenue

14 alignment to intersect with the South Mountain freeway.

15 Thank you.

16          THE FACILITATOR:  Thank you.

17          If you'd like to speak, please go to the

18 registration desk out front.

19          Joe Palermo.

20          MR. PALERMO:  Good afternoon, gentlemen.  My

21 name is Joe Palermo, I want to speak on behalf of support

22 for the Loop 202 freeway project.  In my opinion, I

23 travel the I-10 corridor daily to work and it's often

24 very much a burden to me to see traffic at a complete

25 standstill and gridlock in downtown.  And in my opinion,

1
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1 and we have the responsibility to protect their habitats.

2 During my lifetime we have come a long ways in learning

3 the importance of environment and interconnectivity, so

4 do not break this growing respect for our environment.

5          And the third reason I have is that homeowners

6 have the responsibility to consider transportation before

7 they buy a home.  I have owned five homes during my life,

8 I know what it means to look at your home and where

9 you're going to live, and I believe it's outrageous and

10 arrogant to move into an area and then try to change its

11 very essence for our personal comfort.  It's the attitude

12 of now I'm here, so you need to change things for me.

13 It's a terrible message to send our children.

14          I love this park and I ask you to send our

15 children a message of the importance of respect and

16 protection of our heritage and natural environment by

17 saying no to building a freeway through South Mountain

18 Park.  Thank you.

19          THE FACILITATOR:  Thank you.

20          Anybody who would like to speak, please go out

21 to the registration table, get registered, we'll be happy

22 to hear you.

23          Mike Franklin.  Could you come to this mic over

24 here, please.

25          MR. FRANKLIN:  Must be on.  Okay.  My name is

4411

(Comment codes begin on next page)
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1 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Air Quality

3 Noise The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
Noise impacts on Phoenix South Mountain Park/Preserve were considered; 
however, the type of adjacent land uses and proximity of sensitive areas within 
the park did not qualify for mitigation based on the Arizona Department of 
Transportation Noise Abatement Policy (see page 4-88 in the Final Environmental 
Impact Statement for more information on the policy).
Although recreation uses are considered in the noise analysis as noise-
sensitive land uses, another consideration is the reasonableness of providing 
noise mitigation for a particular land use. For recreational land uses, typical 
considerations include the number of people using the facility and the amount of 
time the facility is in use throughout the day. Many of the recreational uses in the 
western portion of Phoenix South Mountain Park/Preserve receive infrequent use, 
and noise mitigation would not be reasonable given the high cost of construction.

4 Purpose and Need According to the project team’s traffic analysis, without the proposed freeway, 
existing roads and planned road improvements would accommodate about 
76 percent of the transportation demand projected for 2035, leaving 24 percent of 
the anticipated demand unmet. If one assumes better-than-expected performance 
of nonfreeway aspects of the transportation system, 13 additional percentage 
points of the 24 percent deficiency would be accommodated. This means that the 
transportation network would still have an 11 percent capacity deficiency. The 
same analysis with the proposed freeway in operation in 2035 concluded that the 
met demand would increase to 82 percent; better-than-planned scenarios noted 
above, if achieved, would reduce network deficiency to 5 percent. The proposed 
freeway would handle about half of the capacity deficiency not captured by other 
modes. (See Figure  3-14 on Draft Environmental Impact Statement page 3-31).

5 Purpose and 
Need, Lack of 
Support

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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1 Mike Franklin, I live in South Tempe.  South Mountain is

2 the place I go hiking most, because it takes less

3 gasoline for me to get there.  There are parts of South

4 Mountain that kind of take you out of the city, and there

5 aren't too many places you can go to around here like

6 that.  It's always interesting to find new discoveries,

7 there's lots of petroglyphs, it's unique.  It won't be

8 unique if the west end is chopped off with eight lanes of

9 traffic, polluting the air, making it noisy, totally

10 destroying the natural experience of being up in the

11 mountains.  To do this, to take about five percent of the

12 traffic or whatever it is off of the interstate just

13 doesn't seem worth it to me.

14          I think once you've -- the oil production gets

15 down we're going to have to find better ways of

16 transportation or we're going to get stuck with this

17 expanse of asphalt there forever, at least during my

18 life.  And I vociferously disagree with that tact of

19 moving traffic, it's kind of a 20th-century solution to a

20 21st-century problem.  That's what I have to say.

21          THE FACILITATOR:  Thank you.

22          Patricia Weeks.

23          MS. WEEKS:  Hello.  Actually, I just want to

24 expound upon what my husband said.  Can you guys hear me?

25 Can you hear me?

1

2 3

4

5
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1 school.  I didn't need a car.  I could use the bus.  And

2 people all over this country that have many advantages

3 that we don't have here for our average middle class

4 citizen.  And this particular road will deprive us of a

5 road and light rail where it's really needed, where it

6 would really help.

7               And I appreciate this opportunity.  It was

8 difficult, in my condition, to come down here.  But I'm

9 glad I did, and I appreciate the young lady being so

10 patient.  Thank you.

11               Can I put this with my material?

12               MR. FRANKLIN:  All right.  Now, this is a

13 speech that I was going to have for the room, but I

14 just -- I have to go and run, so...

15               Good afternoon, Panel.  My name is Ross

16 Franklin.  That's R-o-s-s, F-r-a-n-k-l-i-n.  And I'm a

17 resident of Laveen, Arizona.  I appreciate you letting us

18 all speak in front of you today.  You will hear much

19 emotional testimony today regarding the impact of building

20 the Loop 202 western loop connector.  I will stick to the

21 facts and leave the emotion to others.

22               Over the past 15 years, the population of

23 Laveen and Southwest Phoenix has doubled.  The EIS

24 projects that number to more than double again over the

25 next 25 years.  While new highways like the Eastern

4423

(Comment codes begin on next page)
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1 Loop 202, the Loop 101, and even projects like the

2 Loop 303 have been built and completed or are well under

3 way on construction and nearing completion, the

4 much-needed Loop 202 western loop connector has been mired

5 in political and environmental tug-of-war for years.  Only

6 the Loop 202 western connector can ease the traffic

7 nightmare that is the I-10, which is clogged with rush

8 hour traffic and heavy trucking and shipping traffic.

9               The traffic is so bad that many days you can

10 find heavy trucking and shipping traffic on Riggs Road,

11 R-i-g-g-s, 51st Avenue, through the GRIC, the Gila River

12 Indian Community, Laveen, the town I live in, and other

13 surface streets in Southwest Phoenix.  These surface

14 streets were not made for such traffic.  Like it or not,

15 this population and the traffic that goes along with it is

16 only going to increase exponentially.  In 25 years, when

17 it's too late, we'll be suffering from complete gridlock.

18               Many opponents of this project just don't

19 want to see any change.  They want Laveen to stay just the

20 same as it was.  That's emotional.  That horse has already

21 left the barn.

22               The population of the Laveen area is 40,000

23 and growing.  It is no longer the sleepy village of less

24 than 10,000 not so long ago.  As one of the few

25 communities left to expand in population in the Phoenix

(Comment codes begin on next page)
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1 metro area, it is due to more than double in size in the

2 not-too-distant future.  What are we going to do then?

3 Baseline Road and Dobbins Road are already clogged with

4 traffic.  The pavement is already collapsing due to

5 overuse from the use of heavy trucking traffic.  When

6 traffic doubles, what are we going to do then?  All the

7 hoping and avoiding in the world will not stop the fact

8 that this is going to happen.

9               I am 100 percent behind the building of the

10 Loop 202 western connecter.  But I also realize that we

11 must not simply slap a new highway connecting Pecos Road

12 side of the I-10 and the 59th Avenue side of the I-10.  We

13 must make sure the new Loop 202 build is a model to be

14 followed by other highway building projects.  This

15 includes making sure that there are biking paths and

16 hiking paths built in conjunction with the project,

17 parallel and/or intersecting this highway project.  An HOV

18 lane or bus lane must also be considered.  And of course

19 tastefully done sound barriers must also be built to

20 minimize the sound the vehicles on the highway will make.

21               I know opponents will attempt to demonize

22 people in favor of the Loop 202 western connector using

23 all sorts of inflammatory, accusatory, and frankly

24 offensive language.  The force by intimidation will not

25 work.

1

2

3

1 Design The study has considered concepts for parallel multiuse paths; however, the main 
line of the proposed freeway would not have a bicycle route as part of the design. 
The design of the traffic interchanges includes provisions for pedestrian and 
bicycle movement in accordance with current design guidelines and regulations. 
While not currently included, enhancements such as pedestrian bridges or multiuse 
paths may be added during the final design phase through coordination with the 
City of Phoenix (see page 3-60 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement). The 
cost and maintenance of these enhancements would be the responsibility of the 
City of Phoenix.

2 Design High-occupancy vehicle lanes are included in the project (see Final Environmental 
Impact Statement page 3-58).

3 Visual Resources The Arizona Department of Transportation Roadside Development Section is 
responsible for assigning a wide range of standard treatment applications and 
wall materials, including color, to noise barriers and other structures. Typically 
the community where the wall will be constructed would work closely with its 
City Architect or planning department to decide on a theme for the wall. Usually, 
this can be accomplished by using the Arizona Department of Transportation’s 
standard applications. As an example, for State Route 101 Loop (Pima Freeway) in 
Scottsdale, the City of Scottsdale chose to add public art to the noise barriers. The 
City’s intent went above and beyond the Arizona Department of Transportation’s 
guidelines of reasonable aesthetic treatment and, therefore, the Arizona 
Department of Transportation did not fund the aesthetic portion of the project. 
The Arizona Department of Transportation and the City of Scottsdale entered into 
an intergovernmental agreement for the purposes of allowing Scottsdale rights 
to design and construct artistic embellishment on the Arizona Department of 
Transportation-supplied noise barrier. The Arizona Department of Transportation 
provided the funds for construction of the noise barriers themselves, but the City 
of Scottsdale provided the funds to cover the aesthetic portion of the walls. Final 
Environmental Impact Statement page 4-162 explains the process municipalities 
might take to achieve the desired aesthetic treatment for noise barriers or other 
structures.
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1               We're just regular folks here in Laveen.  We

2 work hard, many of us taking our lunch hours, like I'm

3 doing now, working our 40, 50, and 60 hours of work a week

4 to let our individual voices be heard.  We are highly

5 educated, highly motivated, and have been promised this

6 Loop 202 since the 1980s.  This highway should not be a

7 shock or a surprise to anyone.

8               We want to desperately -- we want and

9 desperately need a hospital in our area.  Currently there

10 are none south of the Salt River in metro Phoenix.  We

11 want and desperately need another bridge crossing the Salt

12 River on the west side of Phoenix.  Currently, there are

13 no bridge crossings over the river west of 51st Avenue.

14 The current street level crossing of the 67th Avenue and

15 91st Avenue are impassable and are closed for many weeks

16 during the monsoon season and the rainy months during the

17 winter.

18               I know it may not seem important to

19 opponents of this project, but vital tax dollars are spent

20 elsewhere and not in Laveen and Phoenix when our

21 commercial infrastructure is so limited that residents

22 have to go miles from Laveen to get medical treatment,

23 shop, eat, and spend money in general.  Those vital tax

24 dollars go to Tempe, Chandler, Mesa, Gilbert, Scottsdale,

25 Avondale, Glendale, and Litchfield Park.  We're talking
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1 about millions of tax dollars that are just going away.

2 No big deal?  Those vital tax dollars go to improving

3 schools, improving green energy, infrastructure for

4 streets, sidewalks, libraries, community centers, police

5 staffing, fire department staffing, just to name a few.

6               I know air pollution is also a common

7 argument for not building this new highway.  Consider for

8 a moment the no-build argument.  What happens when

9 population doubles and traffic doubles along with it?

10 Which is projected by the EIS.  When traffic is idling on

11 clogged and gridlocked surface streets, what are we to do

12 then?

13               We cannot force people to do what they do

14 not want to do.  We cannot force people to ride the bus to

15 work, ride a bike to work, or take the light rail.  We

16 cannot pour billions of dollars -- tax dollars into

17 projects that a tiny percentage of the population will

18 use.  Like it or not, the facts are just that.

19               Opponents do not want things to change, and

20 yet in a new multi-thousand-square-foot-expansion of the

21 Vee Quiva Casino -- that's V-e-e, Q-u-i-v-a -- complete

22 with 1,000-space parking lot under way.  What are we going

23 to do with the added traffic to our surface streets from

24 that project?  No Phoenix transportation infrastructure

25 was added to help alleviate the traffic that project will
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1 certainly bring.

2               Unemployment is still a huge problem in

3 Laveen and South Phoenix.  Construction jobs are nice,

4 which the 202 will bring.  But the highway will bring

5 commercial and professional jobs to our area as well.  Not

6 important, you say?  Many of us drive 30 minutes or more

7 to get to our jobs.  Imagine if we had quality

8 professional and high-paying jobs just five minutes from

9 our homes.

10               When Laveen first -- when we -- when my wife

11 and I first moved to Laveen in 2005, there were great

12 plans for the area, with the Loop 202 on the cusp of being

13 built and a hospital, professional buildings, and even a

14 community college all but certain.  When the economy went

15 sour and the sure thing of the Loop 202 stopped, we were

16 left distressed.

17               We cannot afford to wait any longer.  We are

18 at a crossroads, literally.  I want the very best for this

19 community that is my home.  I am not willing to accept

20 average or mediocre for my family or this community.  I

21 want the very best education for the children of this

22 community.  I want quality medical care here in Laveen.  I

23 want quality job opportunities for all of us here in

24 Laveen.  I want quality infrastructure here in Laveen, and

25 I want quality safety and service from our city.  Without
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1 the build of Loop 202, we get none of that.  Shame on us

2 if we bury our heads in the sand.

3               MR. STONE:  Tim Stone, S-t-o-n-e.

4               I'm a member of the South Mountain CAT Team

5 that undertook part of the study of the Loop 202.  In our

6 April meeting we were provided with the results of the

7 Sonoma Technology, Inc., presentation on State Route 95

8 near Las Vegas and its effects on two schools in that area

9 as they were producing and building the road and then

10 using it afterward.  The study concentrated on black

11 carbon impact on the schools.  What the school -- what the

12 study indicated was that there was significant downwind

13 effects that would occur if the school was in close

14 proximity to the highway, but it would mitigate as it

15 comes further away, more remote from the highway.

16               This is of concern because along the

17 Loop 202 route, Betty Fairfax High School is not all that

18 remote from it.  It's close.  And there's another

19 elementary school down near the Pecos Road.  And these

20 downwind effects would be adverse to the children there.

21               In their study they indicated that with

22 proper filters, the classrooms could remain safe, but

23 outdoor activities would be at hazard, especially as it --

24 if it occurred near peak traffic transit; in other words,

25 the rush hour time for morning or afternoon, with the kids
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

6/12/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

4:32 PM
CALLER:

RON FRANZILLO
CALLER ADDRESS:

14951 W. WINGED FOOT COURT, SURPRISE, AZ 
85374

PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I support the South Mountain project. Thank you.1

1 Comment noted.
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: South Mountain Freeway - Environmental Impact Statement imput
Date: Tuesday, July 16, 2013 11:18:56 AM
Attachments: image001.png

 
 
Thank you,
Matthew Eberhart
Community Relations Officer
1655 W Jackson St. MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602-712-2060
azdot.gov

 

From: Geraldine Frazier [mailto:addictbook22@cox.net] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 16, 2013 11:11 AM
To: Projects
Subject: South Mountain Freeway - Environmental Impact Statement imput
 
As previously indicated, I consider the South Mountain Freeway implementation to be a priority.  It
should be built using the Pecos road scenario from the I10 S around South Mountain and utilizing
the connection with the W101 alternative option.
 
Thank you for considering this input.
 
Geraldine Frazier

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1

1 Alternatives, W59 
Alternative Versus 
W101 Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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1 Purpose and 
Need, Lack of 
Support

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Air Quality

3 Alternatives Federal regulations stipulate that an environmental impact statement shall 
“rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives” (40 Code 
of Federal Regulations § 1502.14; see Final Environmental Impact Statement 
page 3-1). All alternatives were screened using a multidisciplinary set of criteria. 
Nonfreeway alternatives were considered (see Final Environmental Impact 
Statement pages 3-3 through 3-6). Among other things, the study took into 
account improving existing freeways, improving or expanding other travel modes, 
strategies to reduce travel demand, and various roadway configurations. This 
study examined not only the potential impacts from improvements, but also the 
consequences of building nothing, the No Action Alternative. As proposed by 
the Maricopa Association of Governments, the South Mountain Freeway would 
be part of the Regional Freeway and Highway System. Other transportation 
improvements such as mass transit and local roads are specified in the Regional 
Transportation Plan and were considered during the evaluation of this proposed new 
freeway. As noted in the Final Environmental Impact Statement (see page 3-60), 
the proposed freeway would provide opportunities to enhance operation of future 
mass transit improvements.

From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: South Mountain Freeway
Date: Tuesday, July 23, 2013 8:17:07 AM

F.Y.I.

Thank you,

Salina Tovar
Community Relations Officer
1655 W. Jackson St.
MD 126F, Room 170
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602.712.4629
azdot.gov

-----Original Message-----
From: Rick Freas [mailto:rick-n-carolyn@cox.net]
Sent: Monday, July 22, 2013 8:52 PM
To: Projects
Subject: South Mountain Freeway

I am writing to oppose the proposed South Mountain Freeway.  I believe this freeway is unnecessary,
will result in higher density development - which will increase air pollution, and will be a poor use of
public funds.

We should use the funding intended for this freeway to instead be sure we have adequate funding for
the fastest and most advanced commuter rail line between Phoenix and Tucson.

Sincerely,

Rick Freas
1326 E. Harwell Rd.
Phoenix, AZ 85042

________________________________

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for
use by the person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any
unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient,
please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus attachments.
.

1 2

3
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1 Comment noted.

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

7/23/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

5:36 PM
CALLER:

GAYLE FREEDLING
CALLER ADDRESS:

9620 WEST RIMROCK DRIVE, PEORIA, ARIZONA 
85382

PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I support the project for the freeway.1
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1 Comment noted.

From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: South Mountain Freeway
Date: Wednesday, May 22, 2013 10:50:29 AM

 
 

From: Freer, Laura [mailto:LFreer@courts.az.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 21, 2013 1:04 PM
To: Projects
Subject: South Mountain Freeway
 
I live in the unincorporated Dusty Lane neighborhood wedged between Laveen and the reservation.
I fully support the extension of the Loop 202, South Mountain Freeway.
 
Even though it will spoil a bit of my view and be pretty close to my house, the area needs the
freeway. It is a growing community close to downtown that is very under served. And beyond the
fact that Laveen needs the services the freeway would bring, the valley as a whole needs an
alternate way to get from one side to another. Too much traffic bottlenecks on the I-10 tunnel area,
causing massive delays.
 
Laura Freer

14011 S 43rd Dr
Laveen, AZ 85339

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1
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1 Alternatives, No-
Action (No-Build) 
Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Purpose and Need Although the region’s freeways are now congested during the peak travel period, 
conditions in 2035 without the proposed freeway would be substantially worse with 
more congested areas and congested conditions for longer periods of time (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 1-21 and 1-22). 
Congestion relief resulting from the proposed freeway would provide localized 
reductions of delays on arterial streets and at interchanges. Reduced travel times 
would result in lower exposure to elevated concentrations of mobile source air 
toxics occurring in traffic. Other benefits of the proposed freeway in comparison 
to the No-Action Alternative are presented in Table 3-9 on page 3-38 of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement.

3 Alternatives Federal regulations stipulate that an environmental impact statement shall 
“rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives” (40 Code of 
Federal Regulations § 1502.14; see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-1). 
All alternatives were screened using a multidisciplinary set of criteria. Nonfreeway 
alternatives were considered (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 
3-3 through 3-6). Among other things, the study took into account improving 
existing freeways, improving or expanding other travel modes, strategies to reduce 
travel demand, and various roadway configurations. This study examined not only 
the potential impacts from improvements, but also the consequences of building 
nothing, the No Action Alternative. As proposed by the Maricopa Association 
of Governments, the South Mountain Freeway would be part of the Regional 
Freeway and Highway System. Other transportation improvements such as mass 
transit and local roads are specified in the Regional Transportation Plan and were 
considered during the evaluation of this proposed new freeway. As noted in the 
Final Environmental Impact Statement (see page 3-60), the proposed freeway would 
provide opportunities to enhance operation of future mass transit improvements.

4 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

5 Health Effects

6 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

7 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife

From: Sierra Club on behalf of Corinna Fritsch
To: Projects
Subject: Comments in opposition to South Mountain Freeway
Date: Monday, May 27, 2013 2:44:26 PM

May 27, 2013

Arizona Department of Transportation South Mountain Study Team
1655 W Jackson St, MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Dear South Mountain Study Team,

I am writing to express my opposition to the proposed South Mountain
Freeway and to urge ADOT to select the No-Build Alternative.

My life depends on maintaining my asthma which I only got since the
South Mountain air quality has worsened. In 2009 when I started walking
for my health on south mountain next to my home for 14 years I got a
brand new asthma condition in my 40's!, I almost died from this in
2009. For this and many other reasons, the proposed freeway would cause
more problems than it would solve. The lower standard of gasoline
allowed by the state to be used in the name of economy plus a freeway
such as this will push the air quality over safe limits.

In addition, the freeway would only provide short-term congestion
relief. As is evident by our numerous clogged roads and freeways, many
of which have recently been built or widened, building more roads is
not the answer. ADOT needs to instead focus on planning for and
investing in long-term transportation solutions, including mass
transit. The only way to effectively reduce congestion and mobilize
people is by reducing the number of vehicles utilizing our roads, not
by encouraging more to use them.

South Mountain Freeway would have incredible negative impacts on our
communities. Despite what the DEIS claims, air quality in the region
would worsen over time, increasing public health risks. As more
vehicles fill the "uncongested" areas this freeway would
temporarily provide, more pollution will be spewed into the air,
exacerbating asthma, cancer, and other diseases.

The freeway would also negatively effect our environment. South
Mountain Park is the largest city park in our nation. It was set aside
to protect resources and to benefit our communities. By blasting a
freeway through a portion of this park, wildlife and habitat will be
destroyed, movement corridors will be cut off, valuable public spaces
will be lost, and more. This would set a terrible precedent by
demolishing what should remain a protected area.

The freeway will also exacerbate urban sprawl and further burden
Arizona's taxpayers. Its construction would continue ADOT's trend of
forcing residents to remain vehicle-dependent while paying for
infrastructure so that others can live farther and farther from a city
center.

Please help protect our communities, our health, and our environment by
selecting the No Action Alternative.

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

1

(Responses continue on next page)
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8 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Unplanned growth is often termed “urban sprawl.” Generally, this term is used in 
the context of rapid and uncontrolled urban growth onto previously undeveloped 
land—usually on the outskirts of an existing urban area. Projects like the proposed 
freeway are often identified as contributors to urban sprawl. Freeway projects 
are often cited as making land at the urban fringe more accessible and, therefore, 
more attractive for development. However, examination of data comparing 
population and land use between 1975 and 2000 suggests major transportation 
projects like the proposed freeway do not induce growth in the region (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-170 through 4-174). The proposed action 
would be implemented in a historically quickly urbanizing area (most noticeably in 
the Western Section of the Study Area, although the nationwide recession which 
began in 2007 slowed growth). In the Eastern Section of the Study Area, the 
proposed freeway would abut public parkland, Native American land, and a near-
fully developed area—therefore, any contribution to accelerated or induced growth 
would be constrained. The proposed freeway would be built in an area planned for 
urban growth as established in local jurisdictions’ land use plans for at least the 
last 25 years.

This freeway and all related to it will definetely kill me by
worseneing my asthma. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ms. Corinna Fritsch
8639 S 49th St Unit 2
Phoenix, AZ 85044
(602) 458-9660
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1 Alternatives The study considered an alternative that would run along Interstate 8 in Casa Grande 
to State Route 85 from Gila Bend to Interstate 10 (see text on page 3-9 of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement). State Route 85 is currently being reconstructed 
as a four-lane, divided highway with limited-access control, and Interstate 8 is a 
four-lane, divided Interstate freeway with full access control. Existing signs at each 
terminus designate the route as a truck bypass of the metropolitan Phoenix area. 
This route would continue to be available for interstate and interregional travel, 
but it would not meet the proposed action purpose and need as part of a regional 
transportation network and, therefore, was eliminated from further consideration.

2 Purpose and 
Need, Truck 
Bypass

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

3 Noise

4 Air Quality

5 Hazardous 
Materials

6 Purpose and 
Need, Lack of 
Support

1

2

3 4 5

6
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7 4 3

6

8

7 Groundwater Impacts on water are addressed in the Water Resources Section of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement, beginning on page 4-101, including groundwater 
and surface waters.

8 Neighborhoods/
Communities

While the City of Phoenix Police Department reported in 2005 that it did not 
have any statistics specific to crime adjacent to freeways, the Police Department 
did note that, based on its experience, there does not appear to be a correlation 
between crime rates and freeways. See Final Environmental Impact Statement 
sidebar on page 4-21.
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1 Purpose and 
Need, Lack of 
Support

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Alternatives The study considered an alternative that would run along Interstate 8 in Casa 
Grande to State Route 85 from Gila Bend to Interstate 10 (see text on page 3-9 
of the Final Environmental Impact Statement). State Route 85 is currently being 
reconstructed as a four-lane, divided highway with limited-access control, and 
Interstate 8 is a four-lane, divided Interstate freeway with full access control. 
Existing signs at each terminus designate the route as a truck bypass of the 
metropolitan Phoenix area. This route would continue to be available for interstate 
and interregional travel, but it would not meet the proposed action purpose and 
need as part of a regional transportation network and, therefore, was eliminated 
from further consideration.

3 Purpose and 
Need, Truck 
Bypass

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

4 Noise

5 Air Quality1

2 3

4 5
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6 Neighborhoods/
Communities

While the E1 Alternative is adjacent to the largely residential areas of Ahwatukee 
Foothills Village (to the north), a freeway has been planned in this location 
for many years (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-17 and 
4-21). Where existing residential uses are adjacent to the proposed freeway, 
noise mitigation would be implemented according to Arizona Department of 
Transportation policy (see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 4-91). 

7 Geology A search of the Arizona Mineral Industry Location System database, examination 
of aerial photographs and topographic maps, and field investigation were 
completed to identify mineral resources and mines in the Study Area. These efforts 
identified one gold mining claim, six unknown mining claims, and several mining 
features in the vicinity of the South Mountains. None of these mining claims or 
features are located within the proposed freeway alignment.

8 Groundwater Impacts on water are addressed in the Water Resources Section of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement, beginning on page 4-93, including groundwater 
and surface waters. Water impacts are also addressed in the Waters of the United 
States Section of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, beginning on 
page 4-108, which focuses on the Salt River, washes, and canals.

9 Surface Water Impacts on water are addressed in the Water Resources Section of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement, beginning on page 4-93, including groundwater 
and surface waters. Water impacts are also addressed in the Waters of the United 
States Section of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, beginning on 
page 4-108, which focuses on the Salt River, washes, and canals.

10 Utilities Utilities are discussed beginning on page 4-162 of the Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement, and a summary of major impacts is provided in Table 4-53 on 
page 4-163. The high-voltage power lines located just south of Pecos Road that run 
east–west would not be adversely affected by the proposed freeway. They would 
remain as-is.

11 Purpose and 
Need, Old Plan or 
Use of Old Data

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

12 Alternatives, No-
Action (No-Build) 
Alternative

6

7

8 9

10

11

12
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www.drivernix.com
Driver and Nix Court Reporters - (602) 266-6525

Page 16

1             MS. FRITZ:  Carolyn S. Fritz, 3162 East

2 Dry Creek Road, and that's in Phoenix, 85048.  What I

3 am concerned about is that the alternative using the

4 885 corridor for trucks was not examined closely

5 enough or broadly enough to -- because this -- this

6 section on -- along Pecos Road and at 10 will become

7 a truck bypass.  That's what concerns me.  The

8 traffic, the pollution, the noise, and this is a

9 bedlam community here.  I mean, this is all

10 residences with schools and churches, and that will

11 impact every person who lives here, every person who

12 goes to school here, every person who worships here

13 at the churches.

14             That's my -- I think it will decimate,

15 you know, this community.  It's a beautiful

16 community.  What were they thinking?  They just

17 didn't think it through.  There are other better

18 alternatives, and the 885 is a better alternative.  I

19 really don't see a need for the -- for the extension

20 of the 202.

21

22

23

24

25

5007

1 2

3

4 5 6

7

2

1 Alternatives The proposed freeway is part of a transportation system developed to improve 
mobility in the region by increasing capacity and providing alternatives to allow 
traffic to bypass already congested routes (see Final Environmental Impact 
Statement pages 1-21, 1-22, 3-1, and 3-3). Like other “loop” freeways in the 
Phoenix metropolitan area, the proposed South Mountain Freeway would be a 
commuter corridor, helping to move local traffic between the eastern and western 
portions of Maricopa County. The State Route 85/Interstate 8 Alternative was 
evaluated for the proposed project. The reasons this alternative was eliminated 
from further study are presented on page 3-9 of the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement.

2 Alternatives The study considered an alternative that would run along Interstate 8 in Casa 
Grande to State Route 85 from Gila Bend to Interstate 10 (see text on page 3-9 
of the Final Environmental Impact Statement). State Route 85 is currently being 
reconstructed as a four-lane, divided highway with limited-access control, and 
Interstate 8 is a four-lane, divided Interstate freeway with full access control. 
Existing signs at each terminus designate the route as a truck bypass of the 
metropolitan Phoenix area. This route would continue to be available for interstate 
and interregional travel, but it would not meet the proposed action purpose and 
need as part of a regional transportation network and, therefore, was eliminated 
from further consideration

3 Purpose and 
Need, Truck 
Bypass

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

4 Purpose and Need Although the region’s freeways are now congested during the peak travel period, 
conditions in 2035 without the proposed freeway would be substantially worse with 
more congested areas and congested conditions for longer periods of time (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 1-21 and 1-22). 
Congestion relief resulting from the proposed freeway would provide localized 
reductions of delays on arterial streets and at interchanges. Reduced travel times 
would result in lower exposure to elevated concentrations of mobile source air 
toxics occurring in traffic. Other benefits of the proposed freeway in comparison 
to the No-Action Alternative are presented in Table 3-9 on page 3-38 of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement.

5 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

6 Noise

7 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Prospective home buyers and members of the church built after the freeway was 
conceived, according to State law, should have been informed of the proposed 
facility. (Sellers are obligated by Arizona common law to disclose all known 
material facts about a property to the buyer.)

8 Purpose and 
Need, Lack of 
Support

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

8
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1 Neighborhoods/
Communities

While the E1 Alternative is adjacent to the largely residential areas of Ahwatukee 
Foothills Village (to the north), a freeway has been planned in this location 
for many years (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-17 and 
4-21). Where existing residential uses are adjacent to the proposed freeway, 
noise mitigation would be implemented according to Arizona Department of 
Transportation policy (see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 4-91).

2 Traffic The freeway construction staging plan for the area along Pecos Road would allow 
for keeping east–west travel open during construction. One side of the freeway 
would be constructed while traffic remained on Pecos Road. When complete, 
traffic would be shifted from Pecos Road to the new freeway. At that time, the 
other side of the freeway would be built. Therefore, traffic would be able to 
continue to operate as it currently does during construction. However, temporary 
detours may be needed during construction. (See Final Environmental Impact 
Statement page 3-27.)

3 Alternatives, E1 
Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

4 Hazardous 
Materials

5 Trucks

6 Health Effects

7 Neighborhoods/
Communities

While the City of Phoenix Police Department reported in 2005 that it did not 
have any statistics specific to crime adjacent to freeways, the Police Department 
did note that, based on its experience, there does not appear to be a correlation 
between crime rates and freeways. See Final Environmental Impact Statement 
sidebar on page 4-21.

8 Traffic In 2006, the City of Phoenix conducted a traffic circulation study to evaluate the 
impacts of the proposed freeway on the local street system. The City study found 
no adverse effects on the local street system from the freeway (see Appendix  3-1 
in the Final Environmental Impact Statement).

9 Purpose and 
Need, Old Plan or 
Use of Old Data

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

10 Traffic The existing park-and-ride lot at 40th Street and Pecos Road would not be 
adversely affected by the proposed project. In fact, a direct access point would be 
provided from the westbound on-ramp to the lot for buses. The proposed freeway 
would provide greater opportunities for bus rapid transit (express and rapid) 
routes because of the planned high-occupancy vehicle lanes.

1
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11 Groundwater If a well were adversely affected by construction activities, the well might need 
to be abandoned or the well owner would be compensated by drilling a new well 
according to State regulations/standards. (See text box on Final Environmental 
Impact Statement page 4-108.)

12 Geology A search of the Arizona Mineral Industry Location System database, examination 
of aerial photographs and topographic maps, and field investigation were 
completed to identify mineral resources and mines in the Study Area. These efforts 
identified one gold mining claim, six unknown mining claims, and several mining 
features in the vicinity of the South Mountains. None of these mining claims or 
features are located within the proposed freeway alignment.

13 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

14 Design The study has considered concepts for parallel multiuse paths, however the main 
line of the proposed freeway would not have a bicycle route as part of the design. 
The design of the traffic interchanges includes provisions for pedestrian and 
bicycle movement in accordance with current design guidelines and regulations. 
While not currently included, enhancements such as pedestrian bridges or multiuse 
paths may be added during the final design phase through coordination with the 
City of Phoenix (see page 3-60 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement). The 
cost and maintenance of these enhancements would be the responsibility of the 
City of Phoenix.

15 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

There would be no impacts on Pecos Park (see Final Environmental Impact 
Statement pages 5-12 and 5-13).

16 Visual Resources Because Pecos Road is already a four-lane arterial street and is in approximately 
the same location as the proposed E1 Alternative, viewers would not be seeing any 
phenomena they do not already see (see Final Environmental Impact Statement 
page 4-169). The proposed freeway would have eight lanes of traffic and carry 
more vehicles, but what park users and residents would see would not be 
substantively different from what they already see along Pecos Road. Page 4-169 
in the Final Environmental Impact Statement lists measures that should help to 
avoid, reduce, or mitigate aesthetic impacts. Larger saguaro cacti, mature trees, 
and large shrubs that would likely survive the transplanting and sitting-in period 
would help in visually sensitive or critical roadway areas. 

17 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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(Responses continue on next page)
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18 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Prospective home buyers and members of the church built after the freeway was 
conceived, according to State law, should have been informed of the proposed 
facility. (Sellers are obligated by Arizona common law to disclose all known 
material facts about a property to the buyer.)

19 Traffic Information related to origins and destinations of motorists that would use 
the proposed freeway is presented in Figure 3-18 on page 3-36 of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement. The definition of freeway users considers only 
those motorists who travel through the South Mountains; so, motorists who 
begin their trips in Ahwatukee Foothills Village and travel east to Interstate 10 
(Maricopa Freeway) or motorists who begin in Laveen Village and travel north 
to Interstate 10 (Papago Freeway) are not counted in the analysis. The analysis 
of origins and destinations shows that 73 percent of travelers would be involved 
in trips beginning or ending in the Study Area or areas immediately surrounding 
it. Seven percent of the trips would begin, end, or begin and end outside of the 
Maricopa Association of Governments region; ten percent would either begin or 
end in Pinal County.

20 Hazardous 
Materials

The corridor analysis revealed sites that would need further assessment during the 
property acquisition phase of the project, if an action alternative were to become 
the Selected Alternative. The Arizona Department of Transportation employs 
a phased approach to site assessment that allows time for cleanup of any sites 
found to have hazardous waste issues. The project team concluded from the level 
of analysis conducted during the environmental impact statement process that 
the types of sites likely to be acquired contain common hazardous waste issues 
like underground storage tanks, asbestos and lead paint in buildings, and other 
commonly found issues (see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 4-156). 
The Arizona Department of Transportation maintains a process for addressing 
these issues in accordance with all applicable environmental laws and regulations.
Both the Van Buren Tank Farm and the West Van Buren Water Quality Assurance 
Revolving Fund site were identified and considered during development of the 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (see pages 4-97 and 4-153 and the 
Draft Initial Site Assessment prepared for the proposed project.) These sites 
are primarily groundwater-impact sites, and groundwater is found at a depth 
of over 60 feet below the footprint of the Preferred Alternative. Given the 
separation distance between the adversely affected media (groundwater) and the 
construction zone (near surface in these locations), the project team determined 
that these sites would not pose a risk to construction or to the general public 
once the facility were completed. This assessment has been clarified in the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement on page 4-165.

21 Alternatives, 
Gila River Indian 
Community 
Alignment

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

(Responses continue on next page)



 Comment Response Appendix • B1641

Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 

22 Alternatives The study considered an alternative that would run along Interstate 8 in Casa 
Grande to State Route 85 from Gila Bend to Interstate 10 (see text on page 3-9 
of the Final Environmental Impact Statement). State Route 85 is currently being 
reconstructed as a four-lane, divided highway with limited-access control, and 
Interstate 8 is a four-lane, divided Interstate freeway with full access control. 
Existing signs at each terminus designate the route as a truck bypass of the 
metropolitan Phoenix area. This route would continue to be available for interstate 
and interregional travel, but it would not meet the proposed action purpose and 
need as part of a regional transportation network and, therefore, was eliminated 
from further consideration.
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1

2 3

4

1 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Hazardous 
Materials

3 Neighborhoods/
Communities

While the E1 Alternative is adjacent to the largely residential areas of Ahwatukee 
Foothills Village (to the north), a freeway has been planned in this location 
for many years (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-17 and 
4-21). Where existing residential uses are adjacent to the proposed freeway, 
noise mitigation would be implemented according to Arizona Department of 
Transportation policy (see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 4-91).

4 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Prospective home buyers and members of the church built after the freeway was 
conceived, according to State law, should have been informed of the proposed 
facility. (Sellers are obligated by Arizona common law to disclose all known 
material facts about a property to the buyer.)

(Comment codes continue on next page)
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5

6

7

8

9

10

11

5 Acquisitions and 
Relocations

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix. 
Construction of the proposed facility would likely generate additional business and 
jobs in the corridor upon implementation because of the improved access it would 
provide.

6 Design The Interstate 10/State Route 202 Loop (Santan Freeway) system traffic 
interchange was designed to accommodate the future connection of the South 
Mountain Freeway. No major reconstruction would be necessary at that location.
The freeway construction staging plan for the area along Pecos Road would allow 
for keeping east-west travel open during construction. One side of the freeway 
would be constructed while traffic remained on Pecos Road. When complete, 
traffic would be shifted from Pecos Road to the new freeway. At that time, the 
other side of the freeway would be built. Therefore, traffic would be able to 
continue to operate as it currently does during construction. However, temporary 
detours may be needed during construction. (See Final Environmental Impact 
Statement page 3-27.)

7 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

There would be no impacts on Pecos Park (see Final Environmental Impact 
Statement pages 5-12 and 5-13).

8 Alternatives, E1 
Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

9 Trucks

10 Purpose and 
Need, Truck 
Bypass

11 Alternatives The study considered an alternative that would run along Interstate 8 in Casa 
Grande to State Route 85 from Gila Bend to Interstate 10 (see text on page 3-9 
of the Final Environmental Impact Statement). State Route 85 is currently being 
reconstructed as a four-lane, divided highway with limited-access control, and 
Interstate 8 is a four-lane, divided Interstate freeway with full access control. 
Existing signs at each terminus designate the route as a truck bypass of the 
metropolitan Phoenix area. This route would continue to be available for interstate 
and interregional travel, but it would not meet the proposed action purpose and 
need as part of a regional transportation network and, therefore, was eliminated 
from further consideration. 
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: 202 Red Mountain
Date: Monday, May 20, 2013 8:34:04 AM

From: MAGGIE O'DONNELL [mailto:maggiellen@msn.com] 
Sent: Friday, May 17, 2013 9:52 PM
To: Projects
Subject: 202 Red Mountain

To whom it may concern,

I BEG you to call it something other that than another 202!  Traffic reporters on the radio
already can't seem to manage to call the Red Mountain and San Tan portions of the 202
by their names..."an accident on the 202 at _____"  Come on!  Give us a break.  Many
streets enter and exit both of them!

Thanks for reading.
Maggie Froncek

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1 Design The designation of State Route 202L has been determined by the State 
Transportation Board. Radio announcers would have the option of referring to 
the proposed freeway as the South Mountain Freeway to differentiate it from the 
Santan and Red Mountain freeways.

1
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

05/13/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

4:42 PM
CALLER:

MARY KAE FRONHEISER
CALLER ADDRESS:

1851 E. OXFORD DRIVE, TEMPE, AZ 85283
PHONE:

480-775-6077
EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I support the construction of the South Mountain Freeway. Thank you.

1 Comment noted.

1
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: All in
Date: Monday, May 20, 2013 8:33:36 AM

From: david frost [mailto:frosty85234@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Friday, May 17, 2013 9:56 PM
To: Projects
Subject: All in

Thanks

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1

1 Comment noted.
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Stop south Mountain Pecos alignment!
Date: Thursday, May 30, 2013 8:09:58 AM

From: M Frost [mailto:frostyaz@hotmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 29, 2013 7:08 PM
To: Projects
Subject: Stop south Mountain Pecos alignment!

Comment from citizens without any responsible action on the part of ADOT, makes this a download
of information to the public there is no upward communication that commands respect and
reaction from ADOT  this is a just a complacent reply to public disapproval of this project.  ADOT will
do whatever it deems necessary. These meetings are also a waste of public monies  as there is no
one truly listening to the public opinion.  It is a waste of time as this process is flawed!!!  Please
don't present it as an opportunity to change the process. You have not listened to the most cost
effective plan.  Following Riggs Road alignment.   Geometrical symmetry is the only concern, well
that and the waste of public funds paying for property that has been paid for before then sold and
then bought again. (investigation into who profited is called for!) Schools, parks, homes, and
 destruction of environment will cost more because it was purchased at more than three times the
cost of using existing easements and alignments previously paid for. Riggs is the only  and most
 economical alignment  Face the truth there are not that many trucks  coming from the east valley.
 or those would  travel existing West bound traffic.   Again the Pecos Roads is merely a trucking rout,
use Riggs road. double decker it. Stop the Pecos alignment!!That and other alternative routes cost
less than a no build option.  The engineers have gone political!!!! They are wasting tax  money on
symetry. This is truly a waste of public funds!

M. Frost

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.
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3

6 7

1 Public Involvement Public comments are a vital component in the decision-making process. Public 
comments have been solicited from project inception and through key milestones 
in the environmental impact statement process. The interests and needs of the 
public, along with all other social, economic, and environmental issues and impacts, 
must be fully analyzed and included in the Draft and Final Environmental Impact 
Statements. Comments made during development of the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement have been used to adjust plans, explore new questions, or make changes—
all within the scope of the National Environmental Policy Act. Public comments 
received on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement were reviewed and addressed 
in the Final Environmental Impact Statement. Public comments received on the 
Final Environmental Impact Statement will also be considered and addressed as 
appropriate. More information about the entire public involvement process is available 
in Chapter 6, Comments and Coordination, of the Final Environmental Impact Statement.

2 Alternatives A Riggs Road Alternative was considered. It would replace 51st Avenue south of 
its connection to Interstate 10 (Papago Freeway) for approximately 21 miles. It 
would then replace approximately 4 miles of Beltline Road in an easterly direction. 
At the Riggs Road/State Route 347 intersection, the alternative would replace 
approximately 3 miles of Riggs Road before connecting to Interstate 10 (Maricopa 
Freeway) (see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-9). While the Riggs 
Road Alternative would serve regional mobility needs, particularly of those living in 
the Maricopa area, meeting this travel demand would not address specific planning 
goals for an integrated regional transportation network. The Regional Transportation 
Plan identifies the proposed South Mountain Freeway as a critical link in the Regional 
Freeway and Highway System. The Riggs Road Alternative would not complete 
the Phoenix metropolitan area’s loop system as part of State Route 202L, thereby 
causing substantial out-of-direction travel for motorists. Therefore, the Riggs 
Road Alternative would not meet the project’s purpose and need criteria and was 
eliminated from further study.
In addition, nearly two-thirds of any alternative using Riggs Road would be on Gila 
River Indian Community land. Tribal sovereignty is based in the inherent authority 
of Native American tribes to govern themselves. While this notion of sovereignty 
is manifested in many areas, generally Native American land is held in trust by the 
United States. Native American communities have the authority to regulate land 
uses and activities on their lands. States have very limited authority over activities 
within tribal land (see page 2-1 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement). From a 
practical standpoint, this means that the Arizona Department of Transportation and 
Federal Highway Administration do not have the authority to survey tribal land, make 
land use (including transportation) determinations directly affecting tribal land, or 
condemn tribal land for public benefit through an eminent domain process.

3 Alternatives While the City has some ability to control development through its zoning 
ordinances, the City does not have the authority to stop private land from being 
developed. The Arizona Department of Transportation was able to acquire large 
tracts of land along the Pecos Road alignment in the 1980s, but funding shortfalls 
kept the Arizona Department of Transportation from acquiring all of the needed 
land. Developers were aware of the potential freeway and made the decision 
to develop the land despite the risk that the freeway would eventually be built. 
Information related to freeway awareness and the responsibilities of the City of 
Phoenix, developers, and the Arizona Department of Transportation related to 
disclosure of the planning for the freeway is presented on page 4-13 of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement.

(Responses continue on next page)
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4 Alternatives Information related to origins and destinations of motorists that would use 
the proposed freeway is presented in Figure 3-18 on page 3-36 of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement. The definition of freeway users considers only 
those motorists who travel through the South Mountains; so, motorists who begin 
their trips in Ahwatukee Foothills Village and travel east to Interstate 10 (Maricopa 
Freeway) or motorists who begin in Laveen Village and travel north to Interstate 10 
(Papago Freeway) are not counted in the analysis. The analysis of origins and 
destinations shows that 75 percent of travelers would be involved in trips beginning 
or ending in the Study Area or areas immediately surrounding it. Nine percent of 
the trips would begin, end, or begin and end outside of the Maricopa Association 
of Governments region; seven percent would either begin or end in Pinal County.

5 Purpose and 
Need, Truck 
Bypass

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

6 Alternatives The double-deck option suggested in the comment would have similar benefits 
and impacts as the Bridge Alternatives evaluated in the Final Environmental 
Impact Statement (see pages 3-13 and 5-20). Options to build a bridge through 
or over the South Mountains were eliminated from further study because of 
incident management, constructibility and maintenance issues, future expansion 
limitations, substantially higher estimated construction costs, and undesirable 
intrusion-related impacts.

7 Alternatives, No-
Action (No-Build) 
Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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1 Purpose and 
Need, Lack of 
Support

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Cultural Resources  

3 Air Quality

4 Alternatives A Riggs Road Alternative was considered. It would replace 51st Avenue south of 
its connection to Interstate 10 (Papago Freeway) for approximately 21 miles. It 
would then replace approximately 4 miles of Beltline Road in an easterly direction. 
At the Riggs Road/State Route 347 intersection, the alternative would replace 
approximately 3 miles of Riggs Road before connecting to Interstate 10 (Maricopa 
Freeway) (see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-9). While the Riggs 
Road Alternative would serve regional mobility needs, particularly of those living in 
the Maricopa area, meeting this travel demand would not address specific planning 
goals for an integrated regional transportation network. The Regional Transportation 
Plan identifies the proposed South Mountain Freeway as a critical link in the 
Regional Freeway and Highway System. The Riggs Road Alternative would not 
complete the Phoenix metropolitan area’s loop system as part of State Route 
202L, thereby causing substantial out-of-direction travel for motorists. Therefore, 
the Riggs Road Alternative would not meet the project’s purpose and need criteria 
and was eliminated from further study.
In addition, nearly two-thirds of any alternative using Riggs Road would be on 
Gila River Indian Community land. Tribal sovereignty is based in the inherent 
authority of Native American tribes to govern themselves. While this notion of 
sovereignty is manifested in many areas, generally Native American land is held 
in trust by the United States. Native American communities have the authority to 
regulate land uses and activities on their lands. States have very limited authority 
over activities within tribal land (see page 2-1 of the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement). From a practical standpoint, this means that the Arizona Department 
of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration do not have the authority 
to survey tribal land, make land use (including transportation) determinations 
directly affecting tribal land, or condemn tribal land for public benefit through an 
eminent domain process.

From: Scout Frost
To: Projects
Subject: Stop south moutaon freeway!
Date: Wednesday, May 29, 2013 6:26:33 PM

Wasting public funds and sacred lands. Smog in schools  RIGGS ROAD alignment IS THE ONLY
RESPONSIBLE SOLUTION!

Sent from my iPhone

21
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3
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1 Public Involvement Public comments are a vital component in the decision-making process. 
Public comments have been solicited from project inception and through key 
milestones in the environmental impact statement process. The interests and 
needs of the public, along with all other social, economic, and environmental 
issues and impacts, must be fully analyzed and included in the Draft and Final 
Environmental Impact Statements. Comments made during development of 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement have been used to adjust plans, 
explore new questions, or make changes—all within the scope of the National 
Environmental Policy Act. Public comments received on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement were reviewed and addressed in the Final Environmental 
Impact Statement. Public comments received on the Final Environmental 
Impact Statement will also be considered and addressed as appropriate. More 
information about the entire public involvement process is available in Chapter 6, 
Comments and Coordination, of the Final Environmental Impact Statement.

2 Purpose and 
Need, Lack of 
Support

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

3 Alternatives A Riggs Road Alternative was considered. It would replace 51st Avenue south of 
its connection to Interstate 10 (Papago Freeway) for approximately 21 miles. It 
would then replace approximately 4 miles of Beltline Road in an easterly direction. 
At the Riggs Road/State Route 347 intersection, the alternative would replace 
approximately 3 miles of Riggs Road before connecting to Interstate 10 (Maricopa 
Freeway) (see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-9). While the Riggs 
Road Alternative would serve regional mobility needs, particularly of those living in 
the Maricopa area, meeting this travel demand would not address specific planning 
goals for an integrated regional transportation network. The Regional Transportation 
Plan identifies the proposed South Mountain Freeway as a critical link in the 
Regional Freeway and Highway System. The Riggs Road Alternative would not 
complete the Phoenix metropolitan area’s loop system as part of State Route 
202L, thereby causing substantial out-of-direction travel for motorists. Therefore, 
the Riggs Road Alternative would not meet the project’s purpose and need criteria 
and was eliminated from further study.
In addition, nearly two-thirds of any alternative using Riggs Road would be on 
Gila River Indian Community land. Tribal sovereignty is based in the inherent 
authority of Native American tribes to govern themselves. While this notion of 
sovereignty is manifested in many areas, generally Native American land is held 
in trust by the United States. Native American communities have the authority to 
regulate land uses and activities on their lands. States have very limited authority 
over activities within tribal land (see page 2-1 of the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement). From a practical standpoint, this means that the Arizona Department 
of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration do not have the authority 
to survey tribal land, make land use (including transportation) determinations 
directly affecting tribal land, or condemn tribal land for public benefit through an 
eminent domain process.

4 Design A double deck freeway would cost more to construct and maintain than a freeway 
alternative that would be at grade.

From: Scout Frost
To: Projects
Date: Wednesday, May 29, 2013 6:22:23 PM

Stop this waste of public funds.  NO ONE ADOT LISTENS TO THE OBJECTIONS FROM THIS
COMMUNITY! Or at least no action comes of it.  THIS IS A WASTE OF PUBLIC FUNDS AND TIME.  The
Riggs Road alignment is the compromised solution.  Alignment is paid for double decker roadway is the
most economical solution, more land will not have to be purchased or destroyed, smog will be removed
from over  schools and homes.  Stop this travesty!  Stop symmetry for symmetry  sake
M Frost
Sent from my iPhone.
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1 Public Involvement Public comments are a vital component in the decision-making process. Public 
comments have been solicited from project inception and through key milestones in 
the environmental impact statement process. The interests and needs of the public, 
along with all other social, economic, and environmental issues and impacts, must be 
fully analyzed and included in the Draft and Final Environmental Impact Statements. 
Comments made during development of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
have been used to adjust plans, explore new questions, or make changes—all within 
the scope of the National Environmental Policy Act. Public comments received on 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement were reviewed and addressed in the 
Final Environmental Impact Statement. Public comments received on the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement will also be considered and addressed as appropriate. 
More information about the entire public involvement process is available in Chapter 6, 
Comments and Coordination, of the Final Environmental Impact Statement.

2 Alternatives A Riggs Road Alternative was considered. It would replace 51st Avenue south of its 
connection to Interstate 10 (Papago Freeway) for approximately 21 miles. It would 
then replace approximately 4 miles of Beltline Road in an easterly direction. At the 
Riggs Road/State Route 347 intersection, the alternative would replace approximately 
3 miles of Riggs Road before connecting to Interstate 10 (Maricopa Freeway) (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement page 3-9). While the Riggs Road Alternative would 
serve regional mobility needs, particularly of those living in the Maricopa area, meeting 
this travel demand would not address specific planning goals for an integrated regional 
transportation network. The Regional Transportation Plan identifies the proposed South 
Mountain Freeway as a critical link in the Regional Freeway and Highway System. The 
Riggs Road Alternative would not complete the Phoenix metropolitan area’s loop 
system as part of State Route 202L, thereby causing substantial out-of-direction travel 
for motorists. Therefore, the Riggs Road Alternative would not meet the project’s 
purpose and need criteria and was eliminated from further study.
In addition, nearly two-thirds of any alternative using Riggs Road would be on Gila 
River Indian Community land. Tribal sovereignty is based in the inherent authority 
of Native American tribes to govern themselves. While this notion of sovereignty is 
manifested in many areas, generally Native American land is held in trust by the United 
States. Native American communities have the authority to regulate land uses and 
activities on their lands. States have very limited authority over activities within tribal 
land (see page 2-1 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement). From a practical 
standpoint, this means that the Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal 
Highway Administration do not have the authority to survey tribal land, make land use 
(including transportation) determinations directly affecting tribal land, or condemn 
tribal land for public benefit through an eminent domain process.

3 Alternatives While the City has some ability to control development through its zoning ordinances, 
the City does not have the authority to stop private land from being developed. 
The Arizona Department of Transportation was able to acquire large tracts of land 
along the Pecos Road alignment in the 1980s, but funding shortfalls kept the Arizona 
Department of Transportation from acquiring all of the needed land. Developers were 
aware of the potential freeway and made the decision to develop the land despite 
the risk that the freeway would eventually be built. Information related to freeway 
awareness and the responsibilities of the City of Phoenix, developers, and the Arizona 
Department of Transportation related to disclosure of the planning for the freeway is 
presented on page 4-13 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement.

4 Alternatives, No-
Action (No-Build) 
Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted Public 
Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

1

Bailly, Becky

From: Scout Frost <frostyaz@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, May 29, 2013 6:56 PM
To: Projects
Subject: No south mountain freeway!

 
Comment from citizens without any responsible action on the part of ADOT, this this a download of information to the 
public there is no upward communication that commands respect and reaction from ADOT  this is a just a complacent 
reply to public disapproval of this project.  ADOT will do whatever it deems necessary. These meetings are also a waste 
of public monies  as there is no one truly listening to the public opinion.  It is a waste of time as this process is flawed!!!  
Please don't present it as an opportunity to change the process. You have not listened to the most cost effective plan.  
Following Riggs Road alignment.   Geometrical symmetry is the only concern , well that and the waste of public funds 
paying for property that ! has been paid for before then sold and then bought again. Schools, parks, homes, and  
destruction of environment, will cost more because it was purchased at more than three times the cost of using existing 
easements and alignments previously paid for and more economical That and other alternative routes cost less than a 
no build option.  The engineers have gone political!!!! This is truly a waste of public funds! 
 
M. Fro 
Sent from my iPhone 

2

1

4

3
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1

Bailly, Becky

From: Scout Frost <frostyaz@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, May 29, 2013 6:26 PM
To: Projects
Subject: Stop south moutaon freeway!

Wasting public funds and sacred lands. Smog in schools  RIGGS ROAD alignment IS THE ONLY RESPONSIBLE SOLUTION!  
 
Sent from my iPhone 

3

1

4

2

1 Purpose and 
Need, Lack of 
Support

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Cultural Resources  

3 Air Quality

4 Alternatives A Riggs Road Alternative was considered. It would replace 51st Avenue south of 
its connection to Interstate 10 (Papago Freeway) for approximately 21 miles. It 
would then replace approximately 4 miles of Beltline Road in an easterly direction. 
At the Riggs Road/State Route 347 intersection, the alternative would replace 
approximately 3 miles of Riggs Road before connecting to Interstate 10 (Maricopa 
Freeway) (see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-9). While the Riggs 
Road Alternative would serve regional mobility needs, particularly of those living in 
the Maricopa area, meeting this travel demand would not address specific planning 
goals for an integrated regional transportation network. The Regional Transportation 
Plan identifies the proposed South Mountain Freeway as a critical link in the 
Regional Freeway and Highway System. The Riggs Road Alternative would not 
complete the Phoenix metropolitan area’s loop system as part of State Route 
202L, thereby causing substantial out-of-direction travel for motorists. Therefore, 
the Riggs Road Alternative would not meet the project’s purpose and need criteria 
and was eliminated from further study.
In addition, nearly two-thirds of any alternative using Riggs Road would be on 
Gila River Indian Community land. Tribal sovereignty is based in the inherent 
authority of Native American tribes to govern themselves. While this notion of 
sovereignty is manifested in many areas, generally Native American land is held 
in trust by the United States. Native American communities have the authority to 
regulate land uses and activities on their lands. States have very limited authority 
over activities within tribal land (see page 2-1 of the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement). From a practical standpoint, this means that the Arizona Department 
of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration do not have the authority 
to survey tribal land, make land use (including transportation) determinations 
directly affecting tribal land, or condemn tribal land for public benefit through an 
eminent domain process.
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1

Bailly, Becky

From: Scout Frost <frostyaz@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, May 29, 2013 6:22 PM
To: Projects

Stop this waste of public funds.  NO ONE ADOT LISTENS TO THE OBJECTIONS FROM THIS COMMUNITY! Or at least no 
action comes of it.   THIS IS A WASTE OF PUBLIC FUNDS AND TIME.   The Riggs Road alignment is the compromised 
solution.  Alignment is paid for double decker roadway is the most economical solution, more land will not have to be 
purchased or destroyed, smog will be removed from over  schools and homes.  Stop this travesty!  Stop symmetry for 
symmetry  sake  
M Frost  
Sent from my iPhone.   

1 Public Involvement Public comments are a vital component in the decision-making process. 
Public comments have been solicited from project inception and through key 
milestones in the environmental impact statement process. The interests and 
needs of the public, along with all other social, economic, and environmental 
issues and impacts, must be fully analyzed and included in the Draft and Final 
Environmental Impact Statements. Comments made during development of 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement have been used to adjust plans, 
explore new questions, or make changes—all within the scope of the National 
Environmental Policy Act. Public comments received on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement were reviewed and addressed in the Final Environmental 
Impact Statement. Public comments received on the Final Environmental 
Impact Statement will also be considered and addressed as appropriate. More 
information about the entire public involvement process is available in Chapter 6, 
Comments and Coordination, of the Final Environmental Impact Statement.

2 Purpose and 
Need, Lack of 
Support

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

3 Alternatives A Riggs Road Alternative was considered. It would replace 51st Avenue south of 
its connection to Interstate 10 (Papago Freeway) for approximately 21 miles. It 
would then replace approximately 4 miles of Beltline Road in an easterly direction. 
At the Riggs Road/State Route 347 intersection, the alternative would replace 
approximately 3 miles of Riggs Road before connecting to Interstate 10 (Maricopa 
Freeway) (see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-9). While the Riggs 
Road Alternative would serve regional mobility needs, particularly of those living in 
the Maricopa area, meeting this travel demand would not address specific planning 
goals for an integrated regional transportation network. The Regional Transportation 
Plan identifies the proposed South Mountain Freeway as a critical link in the 
Regional Freeway and Highway System. The Riggs Road Alternative would not 
complete the Phoenix metropolitan area’s loop system as part of State Route 
202L, thereby causing substantial out-of-direction travel for motorists. Therefore, 
the Riggs Road Alternative would not meet the project’s purpose and need criteria 
and was eliminated from further study.
In addition, nearly two-thirds of any alternative using Riggs Road would be on 
Gila River Indian Community land. Tribal sovereignty is based in the inherent 
authority of Native American tribes to govern themselves. While this notion of 
sovereignty is manifested in many areas, generally Native American land is held 
in trust by the United States. Native American communities have the authority to 
regulate land uses and activities on their lands. States have very limited authority 
over activities within tribal land (see page 2-1 of the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement). From a practical standpoint, this means that the Arizona Department 
of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration do not have the authority 
to survey tribal land, make land use (including transportation) determinations 
directly affecting tribal land, or condemn tribal land for public benefit through an 
eminent domain process.

4 Design A double deck freeway would cost more to construct and maintain than a freeway 
alternative that would be at grade.

3

1

4
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1 Comment noted.

From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: South Mountain Freeway
Date: Friday, May 24, 2013 3:04:38 PM

 
 

From: Fujino, Mario [mailto:MFujino@azdes.gov] 
Sent: Friday, May 24, 2013 2:59 PM
To: Projects
Subject: South Mountain Freeway
 
The south mountain freeway needs to be built to improve the development of the valley. I live in
the Southwest area of Phoenix and think the only way that this area can grow like the other parts of
the valley is through building this freeway. Currently, there are no major shopping malls or car
dealerships in the area. Building this freeway will be the only way these will come to the area and
help the economy of Phoenix in the process.
 
 

Mario Fujino
Arizona Department of Economic Security
Department of Aging and Adult Services
Phone: (602) 542-3268
Fax: (602) 542-6655
 
 

NOTICE: This e-mail (and any attachments) may contain PRIVILEGED OR CONFIDENTIAL information and is intended
only for the use of the specific individual(s) to whom it is addressed. It may contain information that is privileged
and confidential under state and federal law. This information may be used or disclosed only in accordance with law,
and you may be subject to penalties under law for improper use or further disclosure of the information in this e-
mail and its attachments. If you have received this e-mail in error, please immediately notify the person named
above by reply e-mail, and then delete the original e-mail. Thank you.

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1
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1 Comment noted.

From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: South mountain freeway
Date: Friday, May 24, 2013 2:58:02 PM

-----Original Message-----
From: Mario Fujino [mailto:mario56562@yahoo.com]
Sent: Friday, May 24, 2013 2:49 PM
To: Projects
Subject: South mountain freeway

The south mountain freeway needs to be built

________________________________

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for
use by the person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any
unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient,
please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus attachments.
.

1
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1 Alternatives, E1 
Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Prospective home buyers and members of the church built after the freeway was 
conceived, according to State law, should have been informed of the proposed 
facility. (Sellers are obligated by Arizona common law to disclose all known 
material facts about a property to the buyer.)

3 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Final Environmental Impact Statement page 4-40, Table 4-12, shows that, at this 
stage of the design process, 112 single-family homes would be displaced, not 300, 
and that is for all of the E1 Alternative, not just along Pecos Road.

4 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

5 Cultural Resources

6 Noise

7 Air Quality

8 Neighborhoods/
Communities

While the E1 Alternative is adjacent to the largely residential areas of Ahwatukee 
Foothills Village (to the north), a freeway has been planned in this location for many 
years (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-17 and 4-21). Where 
existing residential uses are adjacent to the proposed freeway, noise mitigation 
would be implemented according to Arizona Department of Transportation policy 
(see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 4-91).

9 Construction The Arizona Department of Transportation is evaluating construction delivery 
methods for the proposed freeway. One concept is to deliver it as a single design-
build project. This method would accelerate the construction duration for the 
entire project to around 3 to 3.5 years. Another concept would be to deliver 
the project in a more traditional method, breaking the 22-mile corridor into 
nine segments (each 1 to 3 miles long) and constructing them in phases. Each 
segment would be under construction for 1 to 3 years, and the total construction 
duration for the entire corridor would be 5 to 6 years. A discussion of construction 
implementation is provided beginning on page 3-59 of the Final Environmental 
Impact Statement. Any particular area of the Preferred Alternative would not be 
expected to see construction activities beyond an approximate 2-year period.

10 Construction It is difficult to estimate construction-related noise levels because they depend 
on numerous factors, such as construction phasing, staging of equipment 
and materials, and work schedules. As reported on page 4-90 of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement, construction noise levels during certain phases 
could be as high as 85 A-weighted decibels for short periods. As equipment would 
move on to other areas, noise levels would be lower. Where feasible, noise barriers 
would be constructed as early as possible during construction to shield adjacent 
properties from construction-related noise.

From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: 202 extension
Date: Tuesday, July 23, 2013 8:15:21 AM

F.Y.I.

Thank you,

Salina Tovar
Community Relations Officer
1655 W. Jackson St.
MD 126F, Room 170
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602.712.4629
azdot.gov

-----Original Message-----
From: Donald Fuller [mailto:donjaneazco@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, July 22, 2013 7:42 PM
To: Projects
Subject: 202 extension

I agree that 202 should be extended to create access to the west side, and relieve traffic thru
downtown Phoenix.

I disagree that it should replace Pecos Road.  Laying a freeway over Pecos road will demolish over 300
private homes, ruin South Mountain, sacred to the tribe, plus  Mountain Park Community Church, home
to hundreds of good Christians. The church could not be replaced within 10-20 miles (where is the
vacant land that would allow a church that size to be built?). The church's spacious auditorium is also a
venue for entertainers and other non-church activities, best for miles around.

A freeway that is built this close to residences, schools, and churches will infest it will noise, pollution,
and displace 1,000 or more citizens who moved to Ahwatukee because they loved the location. How
many years would the residents endure noise, dust, and roadblocks and detours during construction?

Who approved the construction of homes, schools, and churches along Pecos when plans were in place
to build a freeway?

I vote for having discussions with the Gila Rive Indian Community.  Negotiate with them and offer
generous monetary compensation for their land.  Offer to build an urgent care center, community
center;  landscape with native trees and cactus.  Perhaps the road could be recessed to provide relief
from noise and sight pollution.

Give some consideration for the thousands of people living and worshiping along Pecos road.

I vote for pushing negotiations with the GRIC.

Donald Fuller, Ahwatukee

________________________________

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for
use by the person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any

1

2 4 53

6 7 8

119

14

10

12 13

(Responses continue on next page)
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11 Construction To reduce the amount of construction dust generated, particulate control 
measures related to construction activities must be followed. The following 
mitigation measures would be followed, when applicable, in accordance with the 
most recently accepted version of the Arizona Department of Transportation 
Standard Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction (2008). Prior to construction 
and in accordance with Maricopa County Rule 310, Fugitive Dust Ordinance, 
the contractor shall obtain an approved dust permit from Maricopa County 
Air Quality Department for all phases of the proposed action. The permit 
would describe measures to control and regulate air pollutant emissions during 
construction (see page 4-173 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement).

12 Construction The traffic projections for Chandler Boulevard (see Figure  3-12 on page 3-29 of the 
Final Environmental Impact Statement) do show a reduction with the proposed 
freeway when compared with conditions without the proposed freeway. The 
freeway construction staging plan for the area along Pecos Road would allow for 
keeping east-west travel open during construction. One side of the freeway would 
be constructed while traffic remained on Pecos Road. When complete, traffic 
would be shifted from Pecos Road to the new freeway. At that time, the other 
side of the freeway would be built. Therefore, traffic would be able to continue 
to operate as it currently does during construction. However, temporary detours 
may be needed during construction. (See Final Environmental Impact Statement 
page 3-27.)

13 Acquisitions and 
Relocations

It is not within a City’s or State’s right to deny building permits to developers 
who meet all requirements and want to develop their land. In 1996, the Maricopa 
Association of Governments Regional Council approved the Red Letter Process to 
provide early notification of potential development (including plans, zoning, and 
permits) in planned freeway alignments. In addition, the Arizona Department of 
Transportation works closely with Cities and Counties during the environmental 
impact statement process to encourage developers to reserve land for future 
transportation improvements. In some cases, when the developer is willing, the 
Arizona Department of Transportation has been able to purchase a portion of the 
land through advanced acquisition (see Final Environmental Impact Statement 
pages 3-53, 4-13, and 4-48).

14 Alternatives, 
Gila River Indian 
Community 
Alignment

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

(Responses continue on next page)
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Yes vote on loop 202
Date: Wednesday, May 22, 2013 10:52:37 AM

From: Kari Fumusa [mailto:karifumusa@cox.net] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 21, 2013 9:07 AM
To: Projects
Subject: Yes vote on loop 202

ADOT Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway Study
1655 W. Jackson Street
MD126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Attention to: study team panel

I am writing in support and vote YES to the Loop 202
South Mountain Freeway, specifically the W59
alternative.

As a Laveen resident I am forced to deal with
congested traffic along on the Baseline corridor from
99th Ave to I10 . The severe lack of retail shopping,
restaurants, medical facilities, and entertainment forces
revenue and tax dollars to be driven outside of Phoenix
as residents frequent Avondale, Tolleson, Chandler,
Scottsdale, and Tempe to shop, dine, etc. This freeway
and the socio-economic infrastructure it will bring to
our community is desperately needed!

After researching this issue, allow me to share some of
the reasons I urge you to approve this freeway
expansion:

· 64.3% of likely voters in Maricopa County support
construction of this freeway

· In a separate study, also commissioned by We Build
Arizona, 59% of likely voters in Ahwatukee and Laveen
Support this freeway as well.

· It is time to end the commuter traffic jams and
congestion we experience not having easy access to
the freeway and connection of the East/West Valley.

(Comment codes begin on next page)
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· If we don't build the South Mountain freeway, traffic in
the region will get much worse over the next two
decades. According to ADOT's own study:

· Traffic on the I-10 between Ahwatukee and Goodyear
will grow 28%

· Another 103,000 cars will use Broadway Curve each
day

· Another 38,000 cars will jam the Tunnel every day
· Morning and evening commute times will increase 39%

to 82%
· Traffic congestion on city streets will increase 46%
· The same report indicates the project will also reduce

air pollution by reducing the time vehicles spend stuck
in traffic

· The project will create 30,000 jobs during the five to six
year construction period and result in a $2Billion
investment in the Phoenix-area economy.

· The money to the build the freeway is in the budget, it
was voted on and approved TWICE (1985 & 2004
respectively),we voted for the 1/2cent tax increase in
2004 to support the build.

· There is no more important project to the area's
commuters and workers than the South Mountain
Freeway project. Please vote to Build It NOW!

Please consider the following request when making
your YES vote:

· Design and construction of community value additions
such as attractive sound barriers and
a bike/running/pedestrian pathalong the length of
the freeway as well as the use of Rubberized asphalt as
per the ADOT's "Quiet Pavement Pilot Program"
initiated in 2002.

· We have award winning examples in Tucson, AZ which
received an excellence award in 2002 by the Federal
Highway Administration (FHWA) for the Diamondback
bicycle/pedestrian bridge as well as it's Intelligent
Transportation Systems excellence award for ITS
public-private partnership.

· Other examples are the Schuylkill Expressway in
Philadelphia, the Rockville Parkway in DC, and the San
Antonio,TX Freeway systems ranked best among
largest US urban areas.

Thank you in advance for your vote of YES to support of
this freeway!

1

1 Visual The Arizona Department of Transportation Roadside Development Section is 
responsible for assigning a wide range of standard treatment applications and 
wall materials, including color, to noise barriers and other structures. Typically 
the community where the wall will be constructed would work closely with its City 
Architect or planning department to decide on a theme for the wall. Usually, this 
can be accomplished by using the Arizona Department of Transportation standard 
applications. The process municipalities might take to achieve the desired aesthetic 
treatment of for noise barriers or other structures is explained on page 4-162 of 
the Final Environmental Impact Statement.

2 Design The study has considered concepts for parallel multiuse paths, however the main 
line of the proposed freeway would not have a bicycle route as part of the design. 
The design of the traffic interchanges includes provisions for pedestrian and 
bicycle movement in accordance with current design guidelines and regulations. 
While not currently included, enhancements such as pedestrian bridges or multiuse 
paths may be added during the final design phase through coordination with the 
City of Phoenix (see page 3-60 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement). The 
cost and maintenance of these enhancements would be the responsibility of the 
City of Phoenix.

2
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Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

Sincerely,

Matt and Kari Fumusa
2810 W. Harvest Groves LN
Phoenix, AZ 85041
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1 Comment noted.

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

5/15/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

3:01 PM
CALLER:

JA FURR
CALLER ADDRESS:

GILBERT, AZ
PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I support building that freeway. Thank you.1
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1 Purpose and 
Need, Truck 
Bypass

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Neighborhoods/
Communities

While the E1 Alternative is adjacent to the largely residential areas of Ahwatukee 
Foothills Village (to the north), a freeway has been planned in this location 
for many years (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-17 and 
4-21). Where existing residential uses are adjacent to the proposed freeway, 
noise mitigation would be implemented according to Arizona Department of 
Transportation policy (see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 4-91). 

3 Economics, 
Socioeconomics

A review of the literature reveals few detailed and comprehensive analyses of the 
relationship between the transportation infrastructure and residential property 
values (Transportation Research Record: Journal of the Transportation Research 
Board, No. 2174, Transportation Research Board of the National Academies, 
Washington, D.C., 2010, pp. 138–47; “Impact of Highways on Property Values: 
Case Study of the Superstition Freeway Corridor”). A recent study by the 
California Department of Transportation concluded that freeway facilities did not 
substantially affect sales prices in residential areas adjacent to the facility. The 
study concluded that it is the visibility of the freeway that may influence selling 
price and not distance or noise. As a result, the researchers generally concluded 
that the more the visibility of a new freeway is reduced, the less it would determine 
the sales price of homes sold in the area.

4 Acquisitions and 
Relocations

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix. 
The address noted in the comment would be located outside of the current right-
of-way footprint for the proposed freeway. Aerial maps showing the proposed 
freeway (W59 and E1 Alternatives) are accessible at the project Web site: <azdot.
gov/southmountainfreeway>. 

From: Michelle Thompson
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Proposed Pecos Alignment of the South 202
Date: Friday, May 03, 2013 9:41:12 AM

Michelle Thompson
Senior Community Relations Officer
1655 W. Jackson St. MD: 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602.316.4057
azdot.gov

From: Beth Gagnon [mailto:beegee62@hotmail.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 02, 2013 11:56 PM
To: Projects
Subject: Proposed Pecos Alignment of the South 202

In all of the meetings, hearings, etc. that I have attended over the years to stay informed
and express my opposition to the proposed South 202 truck bypass (because lets be real, it
is not to aid in the commute to downtown Phoenix) my house was shown to sit in the
"footprint" of homes that would be bought and destroyed by the State in the construction
of the freeway.  In looking at your recent "flyover" videos, however, it looks as though now
the freeway will simply be in my backyard and my house will not be destroyed structurally,
but financially, as it will no longer be worth a dime!

Can you please clarify for me what the exact proposed future of my home is?  My property
is located at 3139 E. Redwood Court (the northwest corner of Pecos & 32nd street).  Due to
multiple health issues as well as the potential loss of my current employment, I need to
know as much information as possible regarding my relocation options and the timeframes
for acquisition of my property as soon as possible.

Thank you for your assistance in this matter.

Beth Gagnon 

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1

2 3

4
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1 Health Effects The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Traffic The traffic projections used in the traffic analysis are from the Maricopa 
Association of Governments regional travel model, as certified by the Federal 
Highway Administration and reviewed by the U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency for air quality conformity (see Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
page 3-27). Traffic projections are regularly updated by the Maricopa Association 
of Governments. The traffic projections in the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement are from a model adopted in 2011. When the Maricopa Association 
of Governments adopts new socioeconomic projections and traffic projections, 
it will be reflected in the study documents. Key model inputs used to forecast 
travel demand included (see Table 3-7 on Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
page 3-27): 
• socioeconomic data based on the adopted general plans of Maricopa Association 

of Governments members, which includes projected growth in population, 
housing, and employment (including proposed commercial centers), along with 
economic forecasts and the existing and planned transportation infrastructure 
as identified by Maricopa Association of Governments members

• the anticipated average number of vehicle trips within the region (including those 
to and from the region’s households) on a daily basis (this number is tracked 
regularly by the Maricopa Association of Governments) 

• the distribution of transportation modes used by travelers in the Maricopa 
Association of Governments region (also tracked regularly by the Maricopa 
Association of Governments) 

• the capacity of the transportation infrastructure to accommodate regional travel
• the future transportation infrastructure established using Regional Transportation 

Plan-planned projects and improvements and from known arterial street network 
improvements assumed to be made by the County, Cities, and private developers

The Maricopa Association of Governments approved new socioeconomic 
projections in June 2013. The new data are presented in the Final Environmental 
Impact Statement (see page 1-11). Although slower growth in total vehicle miles 
traveled was noted, the need for the freeway did not change. The revised traffic 
analysis validated that the proposed project is needed today.

(Responses continue on next page)
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3 Cultural Resources The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted Public 
Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
As discussed on page 4-147 of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, a 
programmatic agreement was developed for the project to establish a process for 
consultation, review, and compliance with federal and State preservation laws as 
the effects of the project on historic properties become known. The programmatic 
agreement states that any data recovery on federal lands necessitated by the project 
must be permitted under the Archaeological Resources Protection Act in accordance 
with the federal land-holding agency and that, in the event any data recovery for the 
project should take place on tribal lands, all applicable permits would be obtained. 
Because the project is proposed, a programmatic agreement is in place to address 
data recovery on federal and tribal lands, and no excavations have yet occurred. The 
proposed freeway is and will continue to be in compliance with the Archaeological 
Resources Protection Act.

4 Environmental 
Justice/Lifestyle

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement describes a decade-long consultation 
and coordination effort led by the Arizona Department of Transportation and the 
Federal Highway Administration with the Gila River Indian Community and other 
Native American tribes. As a result of the consultation, the cultural importance of the 
South Mountains is acknowledged in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement in 
several locations, notably page 5-26. The proposed project would accommodate and 
preserve (to the fullest extent possible from the available alternatives) access to the 
South Mountains for religious practices. 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act requires a government-to-
government relationship between the Federal Government and Indian tribes as 
described beginning on page 4-140 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement. 
Section 106 requires federal agencies take into account the effects of their 
undertakings on historic properties and requires consultation with tribal authorities. 
Consultation has occurred with Gila River Indian Community government officials, 
the Tribal Historic Preservation Officer, the Cultural Resource Management Program, 
other tribes, and the State Historic Preservation Office and has led to concurrence 
from the Gila River Indian Community Tribal Historic Preservation Office and 
the State Historic Preservation Office on National Register of Historic Places 
eligibility recommendations (including traditional cultural properties like the South 
Mountains), project effects, and proposed mitigation and measures to minimize 
harm. This consultation has been ongoing and will continue until any commitments in 
a record of decision are completed.
The section entitled Title VI and Environmental Justice, beginning on page 4-29 in the 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement, presents acceptable methods, data, and 
assumptions to assess the potential for disproportionately high and adverse effects 
from the proposed action on environmental justice populations and disparate 
impacts to populations protected under Title VI. Based on the content of the section, 
no such effects would result from the action alternatives.
In light of comments received on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, 
the above-referenced conclusions were confirmed in the preparation of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement. To provide further clarity, the discussions of 
environmental justice and Title VI were separated and additional text explaining the 
relationship of environmental justice and Title VI to various environmental elements 
was added throughout Chapter 4, Affected Environment, Environmental Consequences, and 
Mitigation, as exemplified by the inserted text on page 4-29 of the Final Environmental 
Impact Statement.

13 14

(Responses continue on next page)
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5 Trucks The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

6 Air Quality

7 Air Quality Summary information about the findings of the Joint Air Toxics Assessment Project 
study is provided as background information in the Draft and Final Environmental 
Impact Statements, but the study itself is not relevant to the type of analysis 
done pursuant to the Federal Highway Administration’s mobile source air toxics 
guidance, which is an emissions analysis. Monitored ambient concentrations of 
mobile source air toxics (the focus of the Joint Air Toxics Assessment Project) do 
not inform this type of analysis. While monitoring data can be useful for defining 
current conditions in the affected environment (to the extent that the monitoring 
data are current), they don’t tell us anything about future conditions, or the 
impacts of the project itself, which is why an emissions analysis was performed. 
The mobile source air toxic analysis presented beginning on page 4-77 of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement is an estimated inventory of mobile source air 
toxic emissions for the entire Study Area for 2025 and 2035. This approach was 
used because the inventory estimate accounts for changes in traffic and emissions 
on all roadways affected by a proposed project, and would, therefore, be a more 
reliable predictor of changes in exposure to mobile source air toxics. 
The Draft and Final Environmental Impact Statements present information and 
analysis about the proposed action and the enhanced conditions when compared 
against the No-Action Alternative and would not cause significant adverse effects. 
The Federal Highway Administration and Arizona Department of Transportation 
Draft and Final Environmental Impact Statements account for the potential 
effects when considering both adverse and beneficial impacts. The Draft and Final 
Environmental Impact Statements provide in-depth discussion of potential air 
quality impacts of the proposed alternatives.
The carbon monoxide analysis presented on page 4-65 of the Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement and updated on page 4-75 of the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement represents projected carbon monoxide concentrations along the 
project corridor, including those proposed interchange locations along the 
South Mountain Freeway corridor. The Arizona Department of Transportation 
also conducted a quantitative particulate matter (PM10) hot-spot analysis that 
is discussed on page 4-76 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement. Both of 
these analyses demonstrate that the health-based National
Ambient Air Quality Standards for carbon monoxide and particulate matter (PM10) 
would not be exceeded at worst-case locations along the project corridor.
The emission modeling developed for the proposed action showed that for 
the mobile source air toxics study area, there would be little difference in total 
annual emissions of mobile source air toxics emissions between the Preferred and 
No-Action Alternatives (less than a 1 percent difference) in 2025 and 2035. With 
the Preferred Alternative in 2035, modeled mobile source air toxics emissions 
would decrease by 57 percent to more than 90 percent, depending on the 
pollutant, despite a 47 percent increase in vehicle miles traveled in the Study Area 
compared with 2012 conditions (see discussion beginning on page 4-77 of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement).

(Response 7 continues on next page)
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7 
(cont.)

The carbon monoxide and particulate matter (PM10) analyses demonstrated 
that the proposed freeway would not contribute to any new localized violations, 
increase the frequency or severity of any existing violation, or delay timely 
attainment of the National Ambient Air Quality Standards or any required interim 
emissions reductions or other milestones.

8 Hazardous 
Materials

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

9 Air Quality As noted on page 4-76 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement, since ozone 
is a regional pollutant, there is no requirement to analyze potential impacts 
and no possibility of localized violations of ozone to occur at the project level. 
The Maricopa Association of Governments is responsible for developing plans 
to reduce emissions of ozone precursors in the Maricopa area. The Preferred 
Alternative is included in the Regional Transportation Plan that has been determined 
by the U.S. Department of Transportation to conform to the State Implementation 
Plan on February 12, 2014.

10 Purpose and 
Need, Old Plan or 
Use of Old Data

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

11 Alternatives, W59 
Alternative Versus 
W101 Alternative

12 Air Quality Data from various Maricopa County Air Quality Department monitoring sites 
were used in the air quality analyses. Siting, operation, and recording information 
from monitoring sites are the responsibility of the Maricopa County Air Quality 
Department. See <maricopa.gov/aq/>. The monitoring information used in the 
air quality analyses is discussed in greater detail in the air quality technical report 
prepared for the project which is available on the project Web site at <azdot.gov/
southmountainfreeway>. The results of the analyses are summarized in the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement. According to U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency guidance, new monitors are not necessary to analyze air quality impacts.

13 Purpose and 
Need, Lack of 
Support

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

14 Alternatives The study considered an alternative that would run along Interstate 8 in Casa 
Grande to State Route 85 from Gila Bend to Interstate 10 (see text on page 3-9 
of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement). State Route 85 is currently being 
reconstructed as a four-lane, divided highway with limited-access control, and 
Interstate 8 is a four-lane, divided Interstate freeway with full access control. 
Existing signs at each terminus designate the route as a truck bypass of the 
metropolitan Phoenix area. This route would continue to be available for interstate 
and interregional travel, but it would not meet the proposed action purpose and 
need as part of a regional transportation network and, therefore, was eliminated 
from further consideration. 
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1 Purpose and 
Need, Old Plan or 
Use of Old Data

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Heat Island As buildings, parking lots, roads, and other infrastructure replace open land and 
vegetation, an urban heat island may result. The heat island effect is of a regional nature 
and, therefore, there is no requirement to analyze potential impacts and no possibility 
of determining the localized contribution at the project level to the regional heat island 
effect. It is likely, however, that a proposed project such as the South Mountain Freeway 
would be a minor contributor to the overall issue.

3 Alternatives There is only one action alternative studied in detail in the Eastern Section of the 
Study Area in the Draft and Final Environmental Impact Statements. While an 
alignment on Gila River Indian Community land was considered, it was ultimately 
eliminated from detailed study (see page 3-24 of the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement). The Community Alignment, as depicted in Figure 3-11 on page 3-25 of 
the Final Environmental Impact Statement would not result in the relocation of any 
residences on Gila River Indian Community land. 

4 Health Effects The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

5 Cultural Resources

6 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

7 Air Quality

8 Noise

9 Acquisitions and 
Relocations

10 Sierra Club Report The Arizona Department of Transportation and the Federal Highway 
Administration respectfully disagree with the referenced Sierra Club Report. 
As noted in the Final Environmental Impact Statement, when compared with 
the No-Action Alternative, the Preferred Alternative would result in less energy 
consumption (page 4-172), regional improvements to air quality (page 4-74) that 
would be expected to produce health benefits, and economic benefits of reducing 
regional traffic congestion (page 4-65), and would be consistent with local and 
regional long-range planning efforts (page 4-18).

11 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

12 Alternatives, No-
Action (No-Build) 
Alternative
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www.drivernix.com
Driver and Nix Court Reporters - (602) 266-6525

Page 56

1 of our 2,600 members, the greater Phoenix Chamber of

2 Commerce agrees it is time to build the South

3 Mountain Freeway.  We support investments in

4 transportation projects that will improve mobility

5 and contribute to economic development, environmental

6 quality and jobs.  We need the jobs, and we want the

7 investment.

8             It's time to relieve the congestion in

9 the southern portion of our metropolitan region, and

10 allow for free movement of people and commerce.  As

11 we supported it 25 years ago, we support it again

12 today.  Thank you so much for the opportunity to

13 provide comment.

14             THE FACILITATOR:  Thank you.  Kate

15 Gallego.

16           MS. GALLEGO:  Hello, I'm Kate Gallego,

17 South Mountain resident.  Former chair of the

18 Environmental Quality Commission in Phoenix, and I'm

19 here in support of the freeway.  I think it will

20 relieve congestion and stop some of the cut-through

21 traffic.  It will bring important economic

22 development to Laveen and job creation, creating over

23 30,000 jobs.

24           It's an important part of our

25 transportation network.  It needs to be part of a

4242

1 Comment noted.

1
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www.drivernix.com
Driver and Nix Court Reporters - (602) 266-6525

Page 57

1 multi-modal network, so we need commuter rail.  I

2 hope eventually we will have light rail coming up to

3 Baseline and then to -- to connect with this freeway,

4 so we do need all forms of public transportation, but

5 we need this freeway.

6           Thank you.

7           THE FACILITATOR:  Thank you.

8           Alexander Soto.

9           If you'd like to speak, please go out to

10 the registration desk, get registered, and we'll have

11 your name up here.

12           Thank you.

13           MR. SOTO:  I'm Alex.  So go?

14           (Speaks in foreign language) Alex Soto,

15 (speaks in foreign language), I'm from the community

16 cells of the Tohono O'odham Nation.  I currently live

17 here in Phoenix, Arizona, and I'm here to comment

18 against this freeway.

19           Overall, this South Mountain Freeway is an

20 attack on my civil rights as an indigenous person.

21 And the lack of cultural consideration that is in

22 this EIS is shocking.  It is a fact that, I know

23 there's a lot of civil rights statutes and protocol

24 that an EIS would include towards communities of

25 color, in particular ones that have been historically
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1 Comment noted.

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD 
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE 

INCOMING CALL  
DATE:   

7/23/13 

INCOMING CALL 
TIME: 

12:45 PM 
CALLER:

LEO GAMBIDORO 
CALLER ADDRESS: 

1331 EAST [UNCLEAR] DRIVE, CHANDLER, 
ARIZONA 85249 

PHONE: 

480-883-8871 
EMAIL: 

    
CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS: 
I am in 100% support of that new 202 Loop way. Glad to see it come alive, thank you. 1
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1 Comment noted.

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

5/18/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

3:00 PM
CALLER:

JANAE GANAL
CALLER ADDRESS:

PARADISE VALLEY, AZ
PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I am in favor of the freeway, ah the South Mountain Freeway. Thank you.1
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1 Alternatives, E1 
Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Neighborhoods/
Communities

While the E1 Alternative is adjacent to the largely residential areas of Ahwatukee 
Foothills Village (to the north), a freeway has been planned in this location 
for many years (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-17 and 
4-21). Where existing residential uses are adjacent to the proposed freeway, 
noise mitigation would be implemented according to Arizona Department of 
Transportation policy (see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 4-91).

3 Alternatives, 
Gila River Indian 
Community 
Alignment

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Loop 202
Date: Monday, July 15, 2013 8:05:17 AM

Thank you,
Matthew Eberhart
Community Relations Officer
1655 W Jackson St. MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602-712-2060
azdot.gov

-----Original Message-----
From: Larry Ganann [mailto:larry.ganann@cox.net]
Sent: Sunday, July 14, 2013 4:09 PM
To: Projects
Subject: Loop 202

We are residents of South Mountain since 2003.  We have patiently watched the deliberations regarding
the ultimate route of the 202 extension to our south.  It is hard to imagine that a highway could be built
so close to existing residences, schools, churches and businesses, negatively impacting the entire
community, when open desert land is available immediately adjacent to the Pecos route.  How is it
possible that a negotiation could not solve this issue to the benefit of all parties.  Is it money?  Is it
native american self-determination?  Is it obstinacy on the part of the DOT?

We are very concerned that the entire area will be changed forever because of a needed highway.
Certainly there are instances when no options exist and the communities affected simply bend to the
needs of the larger community.  When options are available it seems shameful to not consider those
who affect the fewest.

Respectfully,

Larry Ganann
15023 S. 21st Place
Phoenix 85048

________________________________

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for
use by the person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any
unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient,
please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus attachments.
.

1

2 3
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1 Comment noted.

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

05/13/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

4:59 PM
CALLER:

JOSE GARCIA
CALLER ADDRESS:

PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
Hi. I’m calling about support for the freeway, for the Loop 303 going through the South Mountain. I’d 
really like you guys to go ahead and finish that project, or even start the project. It’s going to be a 
great relief on traffic so if you could go ahead and start that project that would be great. Thanks. Bye.

1
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1 Comment noted.

From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Build the South Mountain Freeway
Date: Tuesday, May 14, 2013 9:46:48 AM

From: Jim Gardner [mailto:jimgardner1947@gmail.com] 
Sent: Friday, May 10, 2013 10:24 AM
To: Projects
Cc: info@buildthe202.com
Subject: Build the South Mountain Freeway

Build the south mountain freeway help reduce congestion and help lower pollution caused by
delaying traffic. Thank you, Jim Gardner

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1
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www.drivernix.com
Driver and Nix Court Reporters - (602) 266-6525

Page 6

1               So in conclusion, I guess, I just want to

2 make sure that -- that all these comments against the

3 freeway are realized and heard, and I want to make sure

4 that this project does not go through to the highest

5 bidder or whoever.  It's become a private project anyway.

6 It's all about money at this point.  And I want to see the

7 streets improved.  I want to see more bike lanes.  I want

8 to see Complete Streets passed and moved forward with.

9 And I support Mayor Stanton, in that I do not support the

10 202 Freeway.

11               Thank you very much.  I appreciate your

12 willingness to hear my comments.

13               If you could add something to that, one of

14 the pro-202 speakers mentioned that we need a freeway in

15 order to build a hospital in Laveen.  And I believe the

16 complete opposite is true.  We need a hospital in Laveen

17 before we build a freeway.  We don't need a freeway to get

18 to a hospital.

19               That's all.

20               MS. GARZA:  Well, my name is Anna Garza,

21 A-n-n-a, G-a-r-z-a.  I am a living resident in ZIP Code

22 85239.  And I'm here to share my comments.

23               I feel it is time to build the South

24 Mountain Freeway.  Our Valley commuters have waited long

25 enough.  In the meantime, we are -- we have traffic jams,

4420

1
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www.drivernix.com
Driver and Nix Court Reporters - (602) 266-6525

Page 7

1 a lot of congestion as our community grows.  The freeway

2 would help cut the congestion in an area, reduce air

3 pollution.  64 percent of the voters voted it in, and we

4 are still waiting.

5               Traffic on the I-10 between Ahwatukee and

6 Goodyear will grow about 20 percent and will have another

7 10 -- 103,000 cars that will use the Broadway curve each

8 day.  Another 38,000 cars will jam the tunnel every day.

9 Morning and evening commute times will increase by

10 40 percent to almost 82 percent, and traffic congestion on

11 the city streets will increase by 46 percent unless they

12 build the freeway.

13               The project will create approximately 30,000

14 jobs during the five to six-year period -- construction

15 period and can -- will result in a 2 billion investment in

16 the Phoenix area economy.  The building -- the money to

17 build the freeway is already in the budget and was

18 approved by voters twice; first in 1985 and again in '04.

19               So there is no more important project to the

20 area's commuters and workers than the South Mountain

21 Project Freeway.  So we must build it now.

22               MR. KUEFER:  William, last name K-u-e-f,

23 like Frank, -e-r.

24               Okay.  I live in Laveen.  And I'm very much

25 in favor of the proposed Freeway Extension 202.
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1 Comment noted.

Document Created: 7/18/2013 12:24:16 PM by Web Comment Form

With the continuous expansion of the west valley a 202 extension becomes an essential
part of the growth of the Phoenix area. I live in the Laveen area and often commute to
different areas around town, I fully support the expansion project and urge you to look at the
positive impact this will have on the community at large. The environmental factors while a
primary concern for many are fully addressed through this proposal and by eliminating travel
barriers and restrictions for people from every city the highly populated areas will be
positively impacted as well. The population growth is not going to change as a result of this
expansion and the additional convenience will only allow for increased satisfaction amongst
residents.

Jezanna Garza

1
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1 Alternatives, No-
Action (No-Build) 
Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Air Quality

2

1
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1 Visual Resources Because Pecos Road is already a four-lane arterial street and is in approximately 
the same location as the proposed E1 Alternative, viewers would not be seeing any 
phenomena they do not already see (see Final Environmental Impact Statement 
page 4-169). The proposed freeway would have eight lanes of traffic and carry more 
vehicles, but what park users and residents would see would not be substantively 
different from what they already see along Pecos Road. Page 4-169 in the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement lists measures that should help to avoid, reduce, 
or mitigate aesthetic impacts. Larger saguaro cacti, mature trees, and large shrubs 
that would likely survive the transplanting and sitting-in period would help in visually 
sensitive or critical roadway areas.

2 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

3 Air Quality According to the Arizona Department of Transportation, 2013, Air Quality 
Assessment South Mountain Freeway 202L Draft Report, review of wind data from the 
Gila River Indian Community monitoring site at St. Johns suggests that during 
the morning hours and associated with mountain-drainage air flows and stable 
atmospheric conditions, wind flows are from the southeast and follow the Gila 
River channel to the north. Locations to the east of St. Johns tend to flow from 
the east to the lower elevations along the Gila River. During the warmer hours’ 
improved mixing, flows typically follow the river channel and come from the north 
and northwest.
Likewise, during a 1-month-long meteorological monitoring period (November 20, 
2006, through December 21, 2006) at Pecos Road and 40th Street and a second 
1-month-long monitoring period at Pecos Road and 24th and 40th streets (April 
19, 2007, through May 21, 2007), winds during the morning hours typically were 
from the northeast. During the warmer hours, and with improved mixing, winds 
typically were from the west.

4 Acquisitions and 
Relocations

A review of the literature reveals few detailed and comprehensive analyses of the 
relationship between the transportation infrastructure and residential property 
values. A recent study by the California Department of Transportation concluded 
that freeway facilities did not substantially affect sales prices in residential 
areas adjacent to the facility. The study concluded that it is the visibility of the 
freeway that may influence selling price and not distance or noise. As a result, the 
researchers generally concluded that the more the visibility of a new freeway is 
reduced, the less it would determine the sales price of homes sold in the area.

5 Health Effects The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

6 Purpose and 
Need, Lack of 
Support

7 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

8 Cultural Resources

From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Proposed Loop 202
Date: Friday, July 19, 2013 1:10:53 PM
Attachments: image001.png
Importance: High

 
 
Thank you,
Matthew Eberhart
Community Relations Officer
1655 W Jackson St. MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602-712-2060
azdot.gov

 

From: Jeffrey Gearhart [mailto:jghmc@msn.com] 
Sent: Friday, July 19, 2013 12:59 PM
To: Projects
Cc: jghmc@msn.com
Subject: Proposed Loop 202
Importance: High
 
As a homeowner in the Ahwatukee Foothills I am vehemently against building the loop 202
Freeway anywhere in the pristine Ahwatukee Foothills. The Environmental
Impact study cannot compare the Broadway Curve to the Ahwatukee Foothills. Pollution, smog,
and dust from Tractor Trailers and automobiles would be trapped within
the Foothills, plus damage homes and diminish their worth. More importantly have a significant
adverse effect on the Children who live and attend schools in the Foothills.
 
I moved to Phoenix from Los Angeles in 2002, and quickly noticed how lack of planning and
apparent knee jerk reactions led to freeways being outdated immediately
after they were built. Now you want to do it again……so that a few can profit from the proposed
loop 202. The City of Phoenix will not profit from this build, it will only
be a detractor for the City and Ahwatukee Foothills.
 
My understanding is that South Mountain is sacred ground to the Native American Communities
within the proposed Loop 202. Routing traffic through or around South
Mountain will also destroy the history and Culture of our Native America neighbors.
 
Learn from your previous mistakes 60, I-143, I-17, and the I-303 Freeway to nowhere.
 

Jeffrey Gearhart
 

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution

1

2 3
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Document Created: 5/21/2013 4:50:57 PM by Web Comment Form

As an 8 year resident of Laveen I fully support the freeway extension. This will allow us to
travel to the southeast valley and west valley much quicker, as well as entice larger
restaurants and businesses to move in. Laveen and surrounding areas grew tremendously
during the housing boom. I moved in during this time and was very excited at the prospect of
the freeway and how it could benefit the community. This will allow us to keep more of our
dollars in our community. Currently we have to drive 20-30 minutes for any sort of major
shopping center, including Target, or a movie theater. And primarily the only full service
restaurants are an Applebees and Native New Yorker. The residents of Laveen are of all
income brackets and are in need of diverse shopping/dining opportunities. I can't believe 7
years later we are still in the discussion phases.

In regards to the impacts to the environment, homes and businesses, I know the freeway will
be inconvenient to some but it is necessary in this ever growing population. I'm sure the I-10,
101 and 202 freeways caused ill effects to the environment and displaced homes and
businesses but they are necessary for progress in the vastness of this valley. Also the layout
has been clear for more than 10 years, so the residents of Ahwatukee had plenty of fair
warning. I understand the concern on the part of the Indian community, but this freeway
would also be beneficial to reaching the 3 Casinos they will be along it's path. If we can avoid
harming the sacred lands or South Mountain, let's use the alternative route.

If you have ever tried to get through the light at 51st Avenue heading West on Baseline road
in the evening, you would see how much this freeway is needed. I've had to sit there for 10
minutes before as it gets really backed up. We need some relief, and opportunities for our
residents.

The sooner the better in this humble optinion.

Thank you,
Stacy Gentry

Stacey Gentry

1

1 Alternatives, 
Gila River Indian 
Community

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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1 Comment noted.

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

5/15/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

10:52 AM
CALLER:

PHYLLIS GEORGE
CALLER ADDRESS:

AHWATUKEE, AZ
PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I support the route around South Mountain to help with the congestion, thank you very much.1
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 

1 Alternatives, W59 
Alternative Versus 
W101 Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

www.drivernix.com
Driver and Nix Court Reporters - (602) 266-6525

Page 75

1 be moving east to west, which would not happen if we had

2 another reliever such as the Loop 202 around the

3 mountain.  With that, again, I strongly speak in support

4 of the South Mountain freeway and I hope that we can get

5 it done as soon as possible.  Thank you.

6          THE FACILITATOR:  Thank you.

7          Rohno Geppert.

8          Mr. Geppert, you have three minutes, here's the

9 timer.

10          MR. GEPPERT:  Hello.  Thank you for allowing

11 public comment.  I appreciate the opportunity to speak.

12 I am in favor of the alternative that connects to the

13 west 101, any of those three alternatives just from a

14 traffic flow perspective.  The preferred alternative goes

15 directly into where everything gridlocks at both rush

16 hours, so I would appreciate if it could be moved as far

17 west as possible so that trucks needing to bypass the

18 downtown area won't be a part of the congestion so much

19 as the ones that are currently going to bottleneck if it

20 goes through the 51 corridor.  Thank you for the time and

21 I appreciate you taking those thoughts into

22 consideration.

23          THE FACILITATOR:  Thank you, sir.

24          Arthur Bivvins.

25          Mr. Bivvins, you have three minutes, here's the

4406

1
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1 Comment noted.

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

5/15/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

10:51 AM
CALLER:

TIMOTHY GERKE
CALLER ADDRESS:

2025 EAST CATCLAW STREET, GILBERT, AZ 85296
PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I am in major support of the freeway.1
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1 Comment noted.

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

6/13/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

4:47 PM
CALLER

MARTHA GESSEL
CALLER ADDRESS:

PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I just want to leave a message that I do support the South Mountain freeway.  Thank you.1
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Document Created: 6/18/2013 12:50:03 PM by Web Comment Form

The consequences related to pollution and noise at the current alignment will be
dramatic. What made sense in 1985 does not make sense today. I strongly oppose this
freeway.

Tom Giannoukakis

1 2

3

1 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Noise

3 Purpose and 
Need, Old Plan or 
Use of Old Data
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Document Created: 7/24/2013 6:13:13 PM by Web Comment Form

Short and simple....  I am voting a "no build" on the Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway.
My main concerns consist of  noise/air pollution, egress for South Mountain community
members in emergency situations such as a hazardous material spill/release, degredation to
South Mountain Preserve and all of the flora and fauna within its boundaries.  With all of the
new green technology and issues with the environment, I believe the money set aside for this
project would be best spent increasing public transportation (i.e. buses, trains, etc...)  instead
of building more roads.

Jeff Gibbons

1 2

4

3

5

6

1 Noise The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Air Quality

3 Hazardous 
Materials

4 Section 4(f) and 
Section 5(f)

5 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife

6 Alternatives, 
Nonfreeway 
Alternatives
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From: Sierra Club on behalf of William Gibson
To: Projects
Subject: Comments in opposition to South Mountain Freeway
Date: Wednesday, July 24, 2013 11:36:17 AM

Jul 24, 2013

Arizona Department of Transportation South Mountain Study Team
1655 W Jackson St, MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Dear South Mountain Study Team,

I am writing to express my opposition to the proposed South Mountain
Freeway and to urge ADOT to select the No-Build Alternative.

I teach at a High School in Laveen, and commute there daily during the
school year, and often in the summer. Freeways are a form of
infrastructure for public transportation that no longer serve the
future in the way they did in the 20th Century. ADOT's mission must
look beyond simplistic "build more" support to public
transport; we built freeways during a time of increasing petroleum
supply that is now ending. We need to find ways to connect local
communities that are lower in maintenance, lower in energy use and in
emissions. Freeways no longer serve us.

The freeway will exacerbate urban sprawl and further burden Arizona's
taxpayers. Its construction would continue ADOT's trend of forcing
residents to remain vehicle-dependent while paying for infrastructure
so that others can live farther and farther from a city center.

The proposed freeway would cause more problems than it would solve. In
addition, it would only provide short-term congestion relief. As is
evident by our numerous clogged roads and freeways, many of which have
recently been built or widened, building more roads is not the answer.
ADOT needs to instead focus on planning for and investing in long-term
transportation solutions, including mass transit. The only way to
effectively reduce congestion and mobilize people is by reducing the
number of vehicles utilizing our roads, not by encouraging more to use
them.

South Mountain Freeway would have incredible negative impacts on our
communities. Despite what the DEIS claims, air quality in the region
would worsen over time, increasing public health risks. As more
vehicles fill the "uncongested" areas this freeway would
temporarily provide, more pollution will be spewed into the air,
exacerbating asthma, cancer, and other diseases.

The freeway would also negatively effect our environment. South
Mountain Park is the largest city park in our nation. It was set aside
to protect resources and to benefit our communities. By blasting a
freeway through a portion of this park, wildlife and habitat will be
destroyed, movement corridors will be cut off, valuable public spaces
will be lost, and more. This would set a terrible precedent by
demolishing what should remain a protected area.

It is not obvious from inside an automobile, but freeways are like a

1

2

3

4

6

5

8

7

1 Alternatives, No-
Action (No-Build) 
Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Alternatives Federal regulations stipulate that an environmental impact statement shall 
“rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives” (40 Code of 
Federal Regulations § 1502.14; see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-1). 
All alternatives were screened using a multidisciplinary set of criteria. Nonfreeway 
alternatives were considered (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 
3-3 through 3-6). Among other things, the study took into account improving 
existing freeways, improving or expanding other travel modes, strategies to reduce 
travel demand, and various roadway configurations. This study examined not only 
the potential impacts from improvements, but also the consequences of building 
nothing, the No Action Alternative. As proposed by the Maricopa Association 
of Governments, the South Mountain Freeway would be part of the Regional 
Freeway and Highway System. Other transportation improvements such as mass 
transit and local roads are specified in the Regional Transportation Plan and were 
considered during the evaluation of this proposed new freeway. As noted in the 
Final Environmental Impact Statement (see page 3-60), the proposed freeway would 
provide opportunities to enhance operation of future mass transit improvements.

3 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Unplanned growth is often termed “urban sprawl.” Generally, this term is used in 
the context of rapid and uncontrolled urban growth onto previously undeveloped 
land—usually on the outskirts of an existing urban area. Projects like the proposed 
freeway are often identified as contributors to urban sprawl. Freeway projects 
are often cited as making land at the urban fringe more accessible and, therefore, 
more attractive for development. However, examination of data comparing 
population and land use between 1975 and 2000 suggests major transportation 
projects like the proposed freeway do not induce growth in the region (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-170 through 4-174). The proposed action 
would be implemented in a historically quickly urbanizing area (most noticeably in 
the Western Section of the Study Area, although the nationwide recession which 
began in 2007 slowed growth). In the Eastern Section of the Study Area, the 
proposed freeway would abut public parkland, Native American land, and a near-
fully developed area—therefore, any contribution to accelerated or induced growth 
would be constrained. The proposed freeway would be built in an area planned for 
urban growth as established in local jurisdictions’ land use plans for at least the 
last 25 years.

4 Purpose and Need Although the region’s freeways are now congested during the peak travel period, 
conditions in 2035 without the proposed freeway would be substantially worse with 
more congested areas and congested conditions for longer periods of time (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 1-21 and 1-22). 
Congestion relief resulting from the proposed freeway would provide localized 
reductions of delays on arterial streets and at interchanges. Reduced travel times 
would result in lower exposure to elevated concentrations of mobile source air 
toxics occurring in traffic. Other benefits of the proposed freeway in comparison 
to the No-Action Alternative are presented in Table 3-9 on page 3-38 of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement.

(Responses continue on next page)
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5 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

6 Health Effects

7 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

8 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife

wall of death for wildlife, a real barrier to movement. It is
astonishing how many small animals are dead by the side of the road.

The freeway will exacerbate urban sprawl and further burden Arizona's
taxpayers. Its construction would continue ADOT's trend of forcing
residents to remain vehicle-dependent while paying for infrastructure
so that others can live farther and farther from a city center.

Please help protect our communities, our health, and our environment by
selecting the No Action Alternative. We need to redevelop our local
communities to reduce the need to travel, and to direct our resources
toward maintaining existing infrastructure, rather than overbuilding
for an obsolete technology. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Gibson
1965 E Oxford Dr
Tempe, AZ 85283-2345
(480) 577-3556

3

1
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This is a time where the need to shift from greed and consumption is critical.  We MUST
think about the future of the environment and put that before ourselves.  Please think about
the message this is sending.. we really don't need more freeways.

Laura Gill

1 Purpose and 
Need, Lack of 
Support

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Alternatives, No-
Action (No-Build) 
Alternative

1

2
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1 Comment noted.

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

7/23/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

4:44 PM
CALLER:

PETE GILMORE
CALLER ADDRESS:

4919 EAST SUNNYSIDE DRIVE, SCOTTSDALE, 
ARIZONA 85254

PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I support the freeway, the South Mountain freeway. 1
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1 Impacts The environmental consequences of the proposed freeway are described in detail 
in Chapter 4 of the Draft and Final Environmental Impact Statements. The impacts 
of the action alternatives and No-Action Alternative are summarized in Table S-3 
beginning on page S-10 of the Draft and Final Environmental Impact Statements.

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

7/23/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

9:55 AM
CALLER:

BOB GINGER
CALLER ADDRESS:

3724 EAST DERRINGER WAY, GILBERT, ARIZONA  
85297

PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
Yes, I support the freeway but I was only given limited information. I was not given any other 
information except that it would be a great idea and I thought it would be. But I can’t base my entire 
opinion on just one thing. What are the negative impacts of making this freeway. Thank you.

1
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1 Comment noted.

From: Felicia Calderon
To: ADOT
Subject: SM Voicemail Comments
Date: Monday, May 20, 2013 3:11:06 PM

Hello,
 
Please see the below is a comment left via voicemail on our projects line at: 855.712.8530
 

1. 5/12-Lester Ginyad, Phoenix AZ- we need the Pecos Rd. alignment very badly. 
 
Thank you,
Felicia Calderon
Senior Community Relations Officer
1655 W Jackson St. MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602-319-7709
azdot.gov

 
 

________________________________

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1
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1 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Air Quality

1

2
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1 Comment noted.

1
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1 Comment noted.

www.drivernix.com
Driver and Nix Court Reporters - (602) 266-6525

Page 10

1 it took me to get all the way up to the Desert Ridge

2 area, so I know that we need this 202.  We need a

3 hospital.  When I gave birth to my son, it took me 40

4 minutes to get to the hospital just to be able to give

5 birth.

6          I mean, I understand about South Mountain, I

7 love hiking, I'm a biker.  I mean, when you do build the

8 202, we definitely want the bike route along it so we can

9 have that access.  We want sound-proof barriers, we want

10 it to be pretty, we don't necessarily want to destroy

11 South Mountain, but we also need to make some sacrifices

12 in order to, you know, take into account all of the extra

13 building that's going to be happening in Laveen shortly.

14          We can't overlook the fact that all the growth

15 is still going to be continuing within the next ten

16 years, and now is our opportunity to be able to handle

17 all the extra traffic, especially with the casino that

18 will be opening in July.  Thank you.

19          THE FACILITATOR:  Thank you.

20          David Gironda.  Did I pronounce that properly?

21          MR. GIRONDA:  Gironda.  I do have a written

22 statement which I can give to the court reporter.

23          THE FACILITATOR:  Thank you, Mr. Gironda.

24          Prem Goyal.  Did I pronounce that name

25 correctly?  Is Prem Goyal in the auditorium?

4360

1
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1 Comment noted.

Document Created: 5/21/2013 5:36:58 PM by Web Comment Form

Please move forward with the freeway! The traffic on 51st.ave with all the semis is out of
control. This has been long over dew. We moved to Laveen in 2004 with the understanding a
freeway would be coming. Please get it done.

John Giroux

1
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: South Mountain Freeway
Date: Monday, May 20, 2013 8:24:02 AM

From: Lori Girshick [mailto:lgirshick@cox.net] 
Sent: Sunday, May 19, 2013 1:27 PM
To: Projects
Subject: South Mountain Freeway

I would like to provide my comment against the South Mountain Freeway Project. This
project is outdated and contrary to any wise transportation solution. There are several reasons
why I am opposed.
We should be investing heavily in public transit systems which would be much more cost
effective and part of an alternative to the individual car. Continuing to be oil dependent is the
opposite of what we should be building towards.

Secondly, this project will have a negative impact on our Native peoples. Many of the
affected mountains in the South Mountain Range are sacred homelands of the O’odham
people. People matter.

Third, the project will harm the environment and animals. The freeway will cut through a
critical wildlife corridor connecting South Mountain Park to the Estrella Mountains, limiting
connectivity for mountain lions, coyotes, javelina, reptiles, roadrunners, and other desert
animals. Ecosystems matter--why would we support destroying this one?

Please develop an alternative plan that won't have all these negative impacts.

Thank you,
Lori B. Girshick
Mesa, AZ 480-325-1450

Check out my web site at http://www.loribgirshick.com

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1 Purpose and 
Need, Old Plan or 
Use of Old Data

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Alternatives, 
Nonfreeway 
Alternatives

3 Cultural Resources

4 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife

1

2

3

4



 Comment Response Appendix • B1699

Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 

1 Comment noted.

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

05/13/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

5:06 PM
CALLER:

JIM GLADSICK
CALLER ADDRESS:

16233 S. 1ST AVENUE, PHOENIX, AZ 85048
PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I support the 202 extension freeway. Thank you.1
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1 Comment noted.

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

5/15/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

4:04 PM
CALLER:

CAROLINE GLOSKER  
CALLER ADDRESS:

PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I absolutely support building the South Mountain Freeway. The sooner, the better. Thank you.1
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1 Alternatives, 
Gila River Indian 
Community 
Alignment

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Alternatives Federal law prohibits the denial of access to any community. Thus, traffic 
interchanges would be located along the freeway where it borders the Gila River 
Indian Community (see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-51). Roadway 
connections on Gila River Indian Community land to the traffic interchanges would 
be the responsibility of the Gila River Indian Community, in coordination with 
appropriate jurisdictions. 

3 Purpose and 
Need, Old Plan or 
Use of Old Data

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

www.drivernix.com
Driver and Nix Court Reporters - (602) 266-6525
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1             MS. GLOVER:  My name is Vicki Glover and

2 I'm opposed to the 202 being completed in the

3 proposed area that they have outlined.  I think that

4 there are other alternatives that would go south of

5 here and not interfere with the mountain.  I think

6 that ADOT and the government has been very

7 heavy-handed with the way that they have tried to

8 push this project through, telling the Native

9 Americans that if they don't go along with it and

10 work with it, they won't get an exit at their newly

11 built casino.

12             The study is too antiquated.  The study

13 was done too many years ago to adequately evaluate

14 what the situation is now.  They've spent millions of

15 dollars in a project that is not going to accomplish

16 what they're looking at.  The facts, the data is not

17 current.

18

19
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25
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Please depress the South Mountain freeway
Date: Monday, July 08, 2013 8:48:21 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Thank you,
Matthew Eberhart
Community Relations Officer
1655 W Jackson St. MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602-712-2060
azdot.gov

From: Jenny Gniffke [mailto:jengniffke@gmail.com] 
Sent: Saturday, July 06, 2013 9:22 AM
To: Projects
Subject: Please depress the South Mountain freeway

Dear ADOT Personnel,

I'm writing to provide you our input on the proposed 202 freeway. We are residents of the
Lakewood neighborhood and our children will likely attend Lagos School which backs to
Pecos Road.

We have concerns about air quality and noise from the freeway. Please consider building the
freeway below-grade (depressed) so that these impacts can be minimized. We understand
there are additional costs involved, but there will be long-term costs of the freeway (health,
air quality, property values, etc) and we believe that those long-term costs far outweigh the
additional construction costs of building the new freeway below-grade.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Jennifer Gniffke
16406 S 36th Street
Phoenix, AZ 85048

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1 2 3

4 5

1 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Noise

3 Noise A depressed freeway option was evaluated in the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement and is described on pages 3-15 and 4-91. Although depressing the 
freeway would reduce noise levels, noise walls would still be needed to further 
reduce noise to meet the Arizona Department of Transportation noise policy. 
Whether the freeway is built aboveground with tall walls or belowground with 
shorter walls, the final mitigated noise levels would be nearly the same at nearby 
residences. The major disadvantage of building a depressed freeway would be the 
increased construction cost and the possible acquisition of additional right-of-way 
for pump stations and retention basins.

4 Health Effects The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

5 Economics, 
Socioeconomics

A review of the literature reveals few detailed and comprehensive analyses of the 
relationship between the transportation infrastructure and residential property 
values (Transportation Research Record: Journal of the Transportation Research 
Board, No. 2174, Transportation Research Board of the National Academies, 
Washington, D.C., 2010, pp. 138–47; “Impact of Highways on Property Values: 
Case Study of the Superstition Freeway Corridor”). A recent study by the 
California Department of Transportation concluded that freeway facilities did not 
substantially affect sales prices in residential areas adjacent to the facility. The 
study concluded that it is the visibility of the freeway that may influence selling 
price and not distance or noise. As a result, the researchers generally concluded 
that the more the visibility of a new freeway is reduced, the less it would determine 
the sales price of homes sold in the area.
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1 Comment noted.

From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY SUPPORT
Date: Wednesday, May 22, 2013 10:54:00 AM

From: desertbutterfly@centurylink.net [mailto:desertbutterfly@centurylink.net] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 21, 2013 11:12 AM
To: Projects
Subject: SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY SUPPORT

Good Afternoon,

 I have been a Laveen resident since 2005, moving here from the east coast to start a new
life. When I purchased my new home I heard and read about the new 202 highway to be built
and couldn't wait for the opportunities to follow. Unfortunately, here we are more than 8
years later and still no better. I have attended many of the meetings over the years to show
my support for such said freeway, always to be disappointed and told that there is a delay, it
may not happen etc.

 I as a Laveen resident have to drive to the East or Central valley each and every day for
services that I can not get in my own neighborhood, how sad? Besides a slew of fast food
eateries, gas stations and supermarkets I have no options as a tax paying resident in my own
community. Baseline Road has turned into a highway due to lack of highways around us,
creating more traffic, pollution and accidents.

It is time to build the South Mountain Freeway. We have waited long enough. The project
is estimated to create 30,000 jobs during the five to six year construction period and result $2
billion investment in the Phoenix area economy. The money to build this freeway is in budget
. It was approved by voters twice, first in 1995 and again 2004, please remember to include
sound barriers when building.

 The freeway will cut traffic congestion across the metro area, reduce air pollution, and save
drivers time and money. 64.3 % of likely voters in Maricopa County support construction of
the freeway according to results of a new poll commissioned by We Build Arizona.  In a
separate survey, also commissioned by We Build Arizona, 59 % of likely voters living in
Ahwatukee and Laveen support the freeway.

If we don't buld the South Mountain Freeway, traffic in the region will get much worse over
the next two decades. According to ADOT'S own study:

Traffic on I- 10 between Ahwatukee and Goodyear will grow 28%.
 Another 103,000 cars will use the Broadway Curve each day.
Another 38,000 cars will jam the tunnel every day.
 Morning and evening commute times will increase 39% to 82%.

Traffic congestion on city streets will increase 46%.
 Building the 202 will also reduce air pollution by reducing the time vehicles spend stuck

in traffic.

 This is the last part of the valley that is not connected to any freeway system grid, there is
no important project to the area's commuters and workers that the South Mountain Freeway

1
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project. We must build it now you have my support.

Thank you for taking the time to read my support letter for this freeway.

Sincerely yours,

Frank Goldschmiedt

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.
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7

2

6

3
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1 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Cultural Resources

3 Air Quality

4 Health Effects

5 Hazardous 
Materials

6 Noise

7 Trucks
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8

8 Alternatives, No-
Action (No-Build) 
Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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1 Cultural Resources The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

3 Noise

4 Air Quality

5 Neighborhoods/
Communities

While the City of Phoenix Police Department reported in 2005 that it did not have any 
statistics specific to crime adjacent to freeways, the Police Department did note that, 
based on its experience, there does not appear to be a correlation between crime rates 
and freeways. See Final Environmental Impact Statement sidebar on page 4-21.

6 Trucks The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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1 Cultural Resources The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

3 Air Quality

1 2

3
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1                ANA GOMEZ DEL CASTILLO:  Well, first of

2 all, my name is Ana Gomez Del Castillo.  I have been a

3 resident here in the Ahwatukee Foothills area since 1991.

4 And since that time I've been watching and hearing about

5 all this proposed freeway.  And while I did purchase my

6 home knowing that this freeway was going in, I was not

7 aware --

8                And when you think about 1991 I was a lot

9 younger and probably not thinking about the implications

10 that such a freeway would have in this community.  And

11 since then I've become a little more educated about what

12 the impact would be, such as, first of all, I'm very

13 concerned about what the proposal is to get rid of the

14 mountain that is sacred for Native American people.

15                When I see the drawings, I understand that

16 they are looking at cutting the mountain.  It's still

17 defacement of the mountain and I really think that should

18 be considered the primary reason for not building it.

19 The other reasons are the amount of pollution that it

20 would be creating.  And while there's a lot of

21 information that's saying that there are studies, you

22 know, I still am not believing that those studies are as

23 accurate as they could be.

24                I'm not only a resident, but I'm a

25 principal here in the Kyrene School district.  And I
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4

6

7

5

4 Health Effects The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

5 Trucks

6 Alternatives, 
Gila River Indian 
Community 
Alignment

7 Alternatives The study considered an alternative that would run along Interstate 8 in Casa 
Grande to State Route 85 from Gila Bend to Interstate 10 (see text on page 3-9 
of the Final Environmental Impact Statement). State Route 85 is currently being 
reconstructed as a four-lane, divided highway with limited-access control, and 
Interstate 8 is a four-lane, divided Interstate freeway with full access control. 
Existing signs at each terminus designate the route as a truck bypass of the 
metropolitan Phoenix area. This route would continue to be available for interstate 
and interregional travel, but it would not meet the proposed action purpose and 
need as part of a regional transportation network and, therefore, was eliminated 
from further consideration.
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1 happen to be the principal of the school of these

2 playgrounds you see along Pecos.  And, as it is now,

3 whenever I'm on playground duty, the amount of dust that

4 is kicked up just by cars traveling on Pecos, I can see

5 the cloud as I'm heading out to the playground.  I know

6 it's affecting the kids; I know it's affecting their

7 breathing.  And, if kids have asthma, it's also affecting

8 them as well.  But then I think about that's just four

9 lanes.  I can't imagine what a 10-lane freeway would

10 create for the children.

11                The other thing I worry about is how they

12 would create a barrier for the children who are out there

13 that wouldn't support the safety of the children while

14 being out on the playground.

15                The other thing I'm concerned about also

16 is that even though this freeway is not being viewed as a

17 truck passage, I know that, at some point in time, this

18 is what's going to be the truck route that connects

19 Mexico with Canada; it's inevitable.  And I really

20 believe that right now we should be looking at other

21 options.

22                And the other option would be using the --

23 I think it's called Highway 85 and just designating that

24 because, when you take a look on the map that this is

25 supposed to save people time to get to downtown, well, by

3
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1 the time they go out this way, they have to backtrack, so

2 they are really adding more miles rather than saving

3 miles.

4                I know I've given some various reasons,

5 not only as a resident but also as an administrator.  I

6 am very much opposed to this because I really believe

7 it's going to change what Ahwatukee really stands for.

8 It's a small community, a cul-de-sac, and it will never

9 be the same again.

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25



 Comment Response Appendix • B1711

Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 

www.drivernix.com
Driver and Nix Court Reporters - (602) 266-6525

Page 80

1 We're ready to get started.

2          We have a new panel, we have Tom Deitering from

3 Federal Highways, we have Brent Cain from ADOT, and Chaun

4 Hill from ADOT.  We'd like to get started.

5          When you come up, come up to either mic.  You'll

6 have three minutes, there's a timer down in front of you,

7 and please feel free to state your business.

8          I'd like to call Brad Goodman.

9          MR. GOODMAN:  Hello, thank you for listening.

10 I'll be very brief.  Whether it's deserved or not, the

11 west side of Phoenix has far too long been considered the

12 dregs of the entire metro area.  But compared to the

13 eastside Valley, the opportunities for well-paying jobs

14 simply don't exist on the west side mainly because we're

15 so landlocked and, you know, jobs like those with Intel

16 are just hard to get to.  Building this freeway will not

17 only bring much-needed jobs in terms of construction, but

18 will usher in a lot of needed commerce that would help

19 provide opportunities that will most certainly reverse

20 the stigma that we now have to endure.  The rise in

21 income and the taxes collected will also benefit everyone

22 in the Valley.

23          Additionally, study after study has left no

24 question as to the numerous benefits that would result

25 from the building of 202.

4409

(Comment codes begin on next page)



B1712 • Comment Response Appendix

Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 

www.drivernix.com
Driver and Nix Court Reporters - (602) 266-6525

Page 81

1          And the Gila River Indian Community for years

2 has been opposed to the build and the people and the

3 state have bent over backwards to accommodate their

4 wishes.  The proposed build of the freeway now does not

5 encroach on their land, and because of the painstaking

6 efforts of so many people, I would ask now that they

7 respect our wishes and needs, so that we can build this

8 much-needed thoroughfare so the west side of the Valley

9 can prosper in the same way as the east side of the

10 Valley.  Thank you very much.

11          THE FACILITATOR:  Thank you.

12          If you'd like to speak, please go out to the

13 registration table and get registered.  Your name will

14 appear on our list and we'll call you up.  Thank you.

15          Jeane Devine.  Could you come over to this

16 microphone, we're going to switch you guys.

17          MS. DEVINE:  Am I -- can you hear me?  Thank you

18 very much for having these hearings also.  I wrote just

19 from my heart like why I'm here and why I'm opposed to

20 the South Mountain freeway.  I grew up in Chicago, I

21 moved to the Phoenix area in 1974 and South Mountain Park

22 was one of the first places that I hiked, I'm still

23 hiking today; I'm 71 years old.  I still rave about this

24 wonderful place of South Mountain Park to out-of-town

25 visitors.  And we have the largest city park in the

1

1 Comment noted.
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

5/17/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

3:50 PM
CALLER:

JOYCE GOODMAN
CALLER ADDRESS:

2417 EAST VILLA [UNCLEAR] DRIVE, PHOENIX AZ 
85032

PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I support the South Mountain Freeway. We need to do anything we can to alleviate the traffic problems 
in this city, so I do support the freeway. Thank you bye.1
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Build the South Mountain Freeway
Date: Thursday, May 16, 2013 4:20:09 PM

 
 

From: Don L Goodrich [mailto:Dlgoodrich@sundt.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 16, 2013 3:26 PM
To: Projects
Cc: info@buildthe202.com
Subject: Build the South Mountain Freeway
 
I have lived in the Valley for close to 50 years and have had to deal with my share of freeway
construction and paid my fair share of taxes for the construction of this piece of the 202.  Please do
not allow a few people block the much needed construction of this important and clearly beneficial
section of freeway.
 

Don Goodrich, DBIA, Employee Owner
V.P., Director of Pre-Construction
Sundt Construction, Inc.
2620 S 55th Street
Tempe, AZ 85282
Direct 480-293-3003
Cell 602-448-1015
Dlgoodrich@sundt.com
 

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1
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1 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Air Quality According to the Arizona Department of Transportation, 2013, Air Quality 
Assessment South Mountain Freeway 202L Draft Report, review of wind data from the 
Gila River Indian Community monitoring site at St. Johns suggests that during 
the morning hours and associated with mountain-drainage air flows and stable 
atmospheric conditions, wind flows are from the southeast and follow the Gila 
River channel to the north. Locations to the east of St. Johns tend to flow from 
the east to the lower elevations along the Gila River. During the warmer hours’ 
improved mixing, flows typically follow the river channel and come from the north 
and northwest.
Likewise, during a 1-month-long meteorological monitoring period (November 20, 
2006, through December 21, 2006) at Pecos Road and 40th Street and a second 
1-month-long monitoring period at Pecos Road and 24th and 40th streets (April 
19, 2007, through May 21, 2007), winds during the morning hours typically were 
from the northeast. During the warmer hours, and with improved mixing, winds 
typically were from the west.

3 Noise The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
Vibration is not normally assessed.

4 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

5 Cultural Resources

6 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

7 Neighborhoods/
Communities

While the City of Phoenix Police Department reported in 2005 that it did not 
have any statistics specific to crime adjacent to freeways, the Police Department 
did note that, based on its experience, there does not appear to be a correlation 
between crime rates and freeways. See Final Environmental Impact Statement 
sidebar on page 4-21.

8 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Prospective home buyers and members of the church built after the freeway was 
conceived, according to State law, should have been informed of the proposed 
facility. (Sellers are obligated by Arizona common law to disclose all known 
material facts about a property to the buyer.) 

From: Jane Goodwin
To: Projects
Subject: South Mountain Freeway Loop 202
Date: Tuesday, June 04, 2013 10:00:16 AM

As a resident of Ahwatukee Foothills, I would like to object to the building of this freeway for the
following reasons:

1) Air Pollution: We have a lot of dust pollution already from the direction of the Gila reservation which
is stopped by South Mountain & hangs over the area. You are proposing to add traffic pollution to this
which will make our air quality totally unacceptable!
2) Noise/Vibration Pollution: especially from trucks
3) Environment:  habitats for wildlife will be altered or destroyed; South Mountain desecrated.
4) Crime: We are at the moment fortunate to have a very low crime rate; with increased accessibility
the crime in the area will undoubtedly increase.
5) The need to destroy houses & a church to build the road.

PLEASE DO NOT BUILD THIS ROAD!

Jane Goodwin & Frederick James
959 E South Fork Drive,
Phoenix AZ 85048

1 2
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Please don"t use Pecos
Date: Monday, May 20, 2013 8:42:47 AM

-----Original Message-----
From: Lorraine Gordon [mailto:LGORDON330@AOL.COM]
Sent: Friday, May 17, 2013 6:25 PM
To: Projects
Subject: Please don't use Pecos

Build, but a bit lower down please.

________________________________

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for
use by the person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any
unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient,
please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus attachments.
.

1 2

3 4

1 Alternatives, 
Gila River Indian 
Community 
Alignment

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted Public 
Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Alternatives The study considered an alternative that would run along Interstate 8 in Casa 
Grande to State Route 85 from Gila Bend to Interstate 10 (see text on page 3-9 
of the Final Environmental Impact Statement). State Route 85 is currently being 
reconstructed as a four-lane, divided highway with limited-access control, and 
Interstate 8 is a four-lane, divided Interstate freeway with full access control. 
Existing signs at each terminus designate the route as a truck bypass of the 
metropolitan Phoenix area. This route would continue to be available for interstate 
and interregional travel, but it would not meet the proposed action purpose and 
need as part of a regional transportation network and, therefore, was eliminated 
from further consideration. 

3 Alternatives A Riggs Road Alternative was considered. It would replace 51st Avenue south of 
its connection to Interstate 10 (Papago Freeway) for approximately 21 miles. It 
would then replace approximately 4 miles of Beltline Road in an easterly direction. 
At the Riggs Road/State Route 347 intersection, the alternative would replace 
approximately 3 miles of Riggs Road before connecting to Interstate 10 (Maricopa 
Freeway) (see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-9). While the Riggs 
Road Alternative would serve regional mobility needs, particularly of those living in 
the Maricopa area, meeting this travel demand would not address specific planning 
goals for an integrated regional transportation network. The Regional Transportation 
Plan identifies the proposed South Mountain Freeway as a critical link in the 
Regional Freeway and Highway System. The Riggs Road Alternative would not 
complete the Phoenix metropolitan area’s loop system as part of State Route 202L, 
thereby causing substantial out-of-direction travel for motorists. Therefore, the 
Riggs Road Alternative would not meet the project’s purpose and need criteria and 
was eliminated from further study.
In addition, nearly two-thirds of any alternative using Riggs Road would be on Gila 
River Indian Community land. Tribal sovereignty is based in the inherent authority 
of Native American tribes to govern themselves. While this notion of sovereignty 
is manifested in many areas, generally Native American land is held in trust by the 
United States. Native American communities have the authority to regulate land 
uses and activities on their lands. States have very limited authority over activities 
within tribal land (see page 2-1 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement). From 
a practical standpoint, this means that the Arizona Department of Transportation 
and Federal Highway Administration do not have the authority to survey tribal land, 
make land use (including transportation) determinations directly affecting tribal 
land, or condemn tribal land for public benefit through an eminent domain process.

4 Alternatives A depressed freeway option was evaluated in the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement and is described on pages 3-15 and 4-91. Although depressing the 
freeway would reduce noise levels, noise walls would still be needed to further 
reduce noise to meet the Arizona Department of Transportation noise policy. 
Whether the freeway is built aboveground with tall walls or belowground with 
shorter walls, the final mitigated noise levels would be nearly the same at nearby 
residences. The major disadvantage of building a depressed freeway would be the 
increased construction cost and the possible acquisition of additional right-of-way 
for pump stations and retention basins.
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1 and help us to -- I feel like Laveen is somewhat at a

2 crossroads and we can move forward to be a good community

3 for our families.  Or if it stays kind of stagnant where

4 it is, that it's not going to be as good of a place for

5 people with families trying to improve their community,

6 so I support the freeway coming through.  Thank you.

7          THE FACILITATOR:  Thank you.

8          David Gould.

9          MR. GOULD:  I hope this is not the walk of

10 shame.

11          THE FACILITATOR:  Not at all.

12          MR. GOULD:  It's a lovely facility you have

13 here.  I'm from Maine and we don't have anything like

14 this up there.  Bear with me until I get my question.

15          THE FACILITATOR:  Mr. Gould, before you begin,

16 this is not a Q-and-A session, it's a --

17          MR. GOULD:  I'm kind of hard of hearing, I

18 apologize.

19          THE FACILITATOR:  Yes.  This is not a

20 question-and-answer session, it's merely to gather your

21 comments.

22          MR. GOULD:  All right.

23          THE FACILITATOR:  And you have three minutes and

24 the timer is right there.  Begin, please.

25          MR. GOULD:  Okay.  Well, there are a lot of

4401
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1 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Prospective home buyers and members of the church built after the freeway was 
conceived, according to State law, should have been informed of the proposed 
facility. (Sellers are obligated by Arizona common law to disclose all known 
material facts about a property to the buyer.)

2 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
The coloring of the male common chuckwalla is unique to the South Mountains; 
however, it is one of two color patterns and does not indicate a separate species or 
subspecies (see the Arizona Game and Fish Department's abstract for the common 
chuckwalla). The common chuckwalla is not an endangered species and is not a 
species of concern identified by the Arizona Game and Fish Department.

3 Purpose and 
Need, Truck 
Bypass

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

4 Air Quality
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1 questions to be had from where we live over on our

2 street.  I live right off 24th Street, five houses in

3 between 24th and Chandler, and we were not aware of any

4 of this going to happen when we moved out here two years

5 ago from Maine.  We're very concerned, not only on the

6 impact of the traffic going back and forth there, but

7 also, I am an advocate of anything that's an endangered

8 species and I'm told that the chuckwalla is -- I hope you

9 all know what that is -- it's a desert lizard that's out

10 here that is inherent only to the Sonoran Desert and only

11 to certain parts of Phoenix, and apparently most of the

12 world.  I have a couple in my backyard.  My backyard

13 abuts a wall, and I think it would be a shame that -- and

14 I know that's not the primary reason I'm here, but I want

15 everyone to know about those chuckwallas and, I'm sorry,

16 that they are an endangered species and that ought to

17 count for something in the vote in the long run.

18          We're wondering -- as far as I know, that road

19 is being set up so that to ease the traffic, particularly

20 truck traffic.  We think that's going to have a lot of

21 implications on all the homes nearby from the diesel

22 chemicals and the light that come off that.  I don't

23 think any of that was ever planned for before when these

24 houses were originally built, so I think that's an issue

25 as well.  And I'm sure with more roads and everything out

2

3

4

1
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5 Heat Island As buildings, parking lots, roads, and other infrastructure replace open land and 
vegetation, an urban heat island may result. The heat island effect is of a regional nature 
and, therefore, there is no requirement to analyze potential impacts and no possibility 
of determining the localized contribution at the project level to the regional heat island 
effect. It is likely, however, that a proposed project such as the South Mountain Freeway 
would be a minor contributor to the overall issue.

6 Purpose and Need Although the region’s freeways are now congested during the peak travel period, 
conditions in 2035 without the proposed freeway would be substantially worse 
with more congested areas and congested conditions for longer periods of time 
(see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 1-21 and 1-22).
Congestion relief resulting from the proposed freeway would provide localized 
reductions of delays on arterial streets and at interchanges. Reduced travel times 
would result in lower exposure to elevated concentrations of mobile source air 
toxics occurring in traffic. Other benefits of the proposed freeway in comparison 
to the No-Action Alternative are presented in Table 3-9 on page 3-38 of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement.

7 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

8 Noise The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
Noise barriers are designed to provide a substantial reduction in noise levels 
along freeways, but do not and cannot eliminate noise from passing into nearby 
neighborhoods. Just because noise can be heard does not mean that noise 
barriers are ineffective. Even at the levels considered “acceptable” by the Arizona 
Department of Transportation Noise Abatement Policy and Federal Highway 
Administration regulations, noise is still readily audible and can be heard for some 
distance from the freeway.
As mentioned in the sidebar on page 4-91, the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement is based on preliminary design and traffic information. As the design 
progresses to the Final Design phase, noise barrier locations and heights would 
be refined and finalized. During Final Design, more detailed information on the 
location, actual height, and distance from the property line of each noise barrier 
would become available.

9 Design Preliminary widths for the proposed eight-lane freeway are discussed on Final 
Environmental Impact Statement page 3-58; see particularly Figure 3-34, “Typical 
Eight-lane Freeway Section.”
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1 there the heat index is going to go up; it's already

2 hotter out there than any other parts of the Valley.

3          Also, along with the increased congestion there

4 will be increased air and noise pollution that is not

5 accounted for around those homes, and just building a

6 berm between the two perhaps is not really a fair

7 solution to the people that have lived there so long.  So

8 we would be anxious to know if this goes through, what

9 the plans might be to inhibit that noise and how much

10 widening is going to be done.  And that's about all I

11 have, and I want to thank you for the time.

12          THE FACILITATOR:  Thank you, sir.

13          If anyone else is in the auditorium and you'd

14 like to speak, register at the front desk, your name will

15 be up on the screen, and we'll call you in order.  Thank

16 you.

17          Erica Keenan.

18          Ms. Keenan, hi.  You have three minutes, the

19 timer is here in front of you.  Please begin.

20          MS. KEENAN:  All right.  My name is Erica

21 Keenan, I'm a resident of Laveen, Arizona, and I

22 appreciate you letting us speak today.  Over the past ten

23 years the population of Laveen and Southwest Phoenix has

24 doubled and the environmental impact projects that the

25 number to be more than doubled in the next 25 years.

5

6

6 7

8

9



B1720 • Comment Response Appendix

Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 

www.drivernix.com
Driver and Nix Court Reporters - (602) 266-6525

Page 29

1 get it settled with the --

2               MR. MARTINEZ:  Why didn't they have this

3 meeting back in 2009, when they were going to make up

4 their minds and they did?  You know, instead of having it

5 three years later.  Well, guess what?  We're going to have

6 a meeting.  It's already -- the decision's already been

7 made.  So don't bother coming.  And that's the feelings I

8 have it.

9               And I thank you for listening to my rant and

10 rave.  I had to vent.

11               MR. GOULD:  All right.  I'm willing to give

12 my name.  Doesn't matter.  My name is Dave Gould,

13 G-o-u-l-d.  I live on 2422 East Mountain Vista Drive,

14 which is off 24th Street.  If you get off Chandler and go

15 down 24th, take a left immediately, I'm the fifth house

16 in.

17               So now I'm -- I have a couple of real big

18 issues.  Got a lot of issues, really.

19               Coming from one of the cleanest states in

20 the union to one that does not have good air control, as

21 we all know, pollution control, because you're in this

22 valley, it's just going to be even worse where we are.

23 And the noise pollution, the air pollution from the diesel

24 trucks is just amazing that will be coming.

25               Now, this gentleman over here with the

4428

1 2

1 Noise The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Air Quality
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1 engineering firm that is doing one of the studies said,

2 oh, you won't be getting big tractor-trailer trucks coming

3 down there, you know, the 16-wheelers or whatever hauling

4 groceries or whatever.  They're already on the turnpike --

5 freeway.  Up in New England we have turnpikes.  You pay to

6 ride on them.  We don't have too many freeways.

7               And I don't know that that's all really true

8 or not.  He says, you're only going to get smaller trucks

9 that will be servicing your area, like a air-conditioning

10 or plumbing guy.

11               Well, we don't know that for sure.  So we're

12 very concerned.  Everyone on my street is very concerned.

13 I'm here actually representing a lot of people.

14               There's also, I found out the other day --

15 I've already spoken to the panel over here -- an

16 endangered species that's going to be involved.  I don't

17 know if everybody's aware of that or not.  But it's the

18 chuckwalla.  The chuckwalla is a lizard.  And it is

19 inherent only to the Sonoran Desert, and only part of it,

20 from what I hear, in the whole world.

21               So if they do stuff out where I am, they are

22 going to affect the longevity of this species.  And it is

23 a magnificent creature.  I actually -- my back yard abuts

24 a hillside, so I have some of them there that live

25 naturally.  And I just think it would be a shame if that

3

4

3 Purpose and 
Need, Truck 
Bypass

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

4 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted Public 
Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
The coloring of the male common chuckwalla is unique to the South Mountains; 
however, it is one of two color patterns and does not indicate a separate species or 
subspecies (see the Arizona Game and Fish Department's abstract for the common 
chuckwalla). The common chuckwalla is not an endangered species and is not a 
species of concern identified by the Arizona Game and Fish Department.
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1 is overlooked in the decision-making.

2               And that's all I want to say.  Okay?  We are

3 definitely not in favor of it for so many reasons.

4               MR. WITHERS:  My name is Thelbert Withers,

5 T-h-e-l-b-e-r-t, last name Withers, W-i-t-h-e-r-s.

6               I'm in support of the freeway just for the

7 simple fact that Laveen is a growing area now.  We need

8 more hospitals and more advanced things in this area and

9 that community, not to mention that it's going to bring a

10 lot more jobs and building the freeway and everything.

11               But I just want to put I'm in support of the

12 freeway.  I -- you know, let me think.

13               Just for entertainment purposes, you know,

14 movies, you know, out -- evenings out, there's not really

15 nothing too much in the Laveen area to choose from.  I

16 just think with this freeway, it will bring more of those

17 type of -- restaurants, type of -- entertainment

18 activities.

19               And like I said, more importantly, a freeway

20 will bring a hospital, which is something that we really

21 need in Laveen.

22               So I just want to put my support down for

23 it.  And if there's anything I can do to support it to get

24 there, I'm on board with it.

25               So thank you.  I appreciate your time.
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1 Alternatives While the City has some ability to control development through its zoning 
ordinances, the City does not have the authority to stop private land from being 
developed. The Arizona Department of Transportation was able to acquire large 
tracts of land along the Pecos Road alignment in the 1980s, but funding shortfalls 
kept the Arizona Department of Transportation from acquiring all of the needed 
land. Developers were aware of the potential freeway and made the decision 
to develop the land despite the risk that the freeway would eventually be built. 
Information related to freeway awareness and the responsibilities of the City of 
Phoenix, developers, and the Arizona Department of Transportation related to 
disclosure of the planning for the freeway is presented on page 4-13 of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement.

Document Created: 6/8/2013 11:35:56 AM by Web Comment Form

I appreciate the thoughtful effort the study team has taken to assess the proposed
alternatives. To the naked eye, just looking at the map of all of the proposals, it is not clear
why you wouldn't just connect to the 101. Given the extra costs to do so and the opposition
from the local communities, it appears the the W59 alternative is the best choice.

However, given that this freeway has been in the works since 1985, I am baffled as to why
ADOT and/or the state or MAG didn't secure a more direct right of way for the freeway a long
time ago, when many of the communities in the west valley barely existed. I'm sure there's a
good reason (like the money was being spent on the I10 and I17). But still, the lack of long-
term foresight at that time is resulting a route that, in my personal opinion, is less than
optimal from the standpoint of providing a city bypass for traffic coming from the south.

Jeff Gove

1
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1 Purpose and 
Need, Old Plan or 
Use of Old Data

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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1 even with the heat.  I've done it for 20 years.

2             So please, please don't approve this idea

3 for the 202 Freeway.  It's very unnecessary.  Supply

4 and demand are not high enough for this type of

5 project.  Thank you.

6             THE FACILITATOR:  Thank you.  Has Prem

7 Goyal returned?  Did I pronounce your name correctly?

8             MR. GOYAL:  Yes, thanks.  I won't take

9 three minutes.  A good question is I was looking at

10 the curves, which are growth curves, they are based

11 on 2005 data; they should be based on 2013 data.  And

12 I have the newspaper cuttings every day that you did

13 at least expect lower demand.  That directive curve

14 leads to the expansion of the future demand of the

15 transportation.  Only way they can project the future

16 demands is from the utility demands.  It looks like

17 we should verify those curves, as the

18 [unintelligible] president said, trust but verify.

19 All those curves have been verified, or they're just

20 ten years old, which don't mean very much in today's

21 environment.

22             Thanks very much.  Have a good day.

23             THE FACILITATOR:  Thank you very much.

24             Greta Rogers.  Greta Rogers.

25             MS. ROGERS:  Good morning.  Let's turn

4222

1
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1             MR. GOYAL:  Prem Goyal.  I'd like to see

2 if we can put on the website the MAG data which is

3 the growth curves.  It looks like we get the data

4 from the MAG growth curves.  I'd like to see if we

5 can put somewhere on the public website so we can

6 access that.  See what -- how variables are input to

7 develop the growth curves.  That's good.  Appreciate

8 it.  Thank you.

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

5064

1

2

1 Traffic The Maricopa Association of Governments socioeconomic data are available on its 
Web site, <azmag.gov/Projects/Project.asp?CMSID=1132&MID=Information%20
Services>.

2 Purpose and 
Need, Old Plan or 
Use of Old Data

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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1 are you going to do about our cultural sites?  I know our

2 rule has something to do with that, but I want to know is

3 our petroglyphs, is our sacred sights going to be

4 protected?  Are they going to be moved somewhere else?

5 That's what I want to know.  Thank you very much.

6          THE FACILITATOR:  Thank you.

7          An announcement, please.  The last bus will be

8 running in about five minutes at 7:30 for all

9 destinations, orange, green, and blue, routes one, two,

10 and three.  Thank you.

11          Ashley Grace.

12          Ashley, could you please come to this

13 microphone.

14          MS. GRACE:  Thank you for letting me speak.  I'm

15 a recent addition to Phoenix, I moved here about a year

16 and a half ago and I'm a military spouse.  South

17 Mountain, I think, is more important the way it is as a

18 tourist attraction as one of, you know, Phoenix's points

19 of pride, the largest -- the largest city park in the

20 United States, as a place for wildlife.  If you put an

21 interstate through the middle of it, even if you conserve

22 most of the area for wildlife, they won't be able to

23 cross between and that creates big problems.  You know,

24 javelina and bobcats and everything else that is out

25 there, they don't really have a very easy time crossing

4416

1

2

1 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Biology, 
Plants,and 
Wildlife
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1 eight lanes of traffic.

2          Also, I think economically it would be bad for

3 Phoenix, because when you create more and more large

4 interstates going in and out of a major city, you

5 encourage urban sprawl, which takes a lot of money

6 outside of the center of Phoenix and distributes it to

7 make it wider and wider and wider urban sprawl, which

8 Phoenix already has quite a bit.  And that's all I wanted

9 to say.  Thank you.

10          THE FACILITATOR:  Thank you.

11          For those of you who may not have heard, the

12 last bus is leaving in about three minutes for all

13 destinations out there.

14          Cheryl Dumpert.

15          Cheryl, could I ask you to use this microphone,

16 please.  Thank you.

17          MS. DUMPERT:  Hello, my name is Cheryl Dumpert

18 and I'm a member -- I live in Ahwatukee, I've lived there

19 since 1990.  I'm an avid hiker and I helped extend the

20 parking at the Telegraph Pass parking lot.  I'm a member

21 of several hiking groups with thousands of members that

22 hike South Mountain regularly.

23          Have you ever had a slice of pie, maybe just a

24 sliver, but oh, it's so good, you want another and then

25 another, and before you know it, you've eaten the whole

3

3 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Unplanned growth is often termed “urban sprawl.” Generally, this term is used in 
the context of rapid and uncontrolled urban growth onto previously undeveloped 
land—usually on the outskirts of an existing urban area. Projects like the proposed 
freeway are often identified as contributors to urban sprawl. Freeway projects 
are often cited as making land at the urban fringe more accessible and, therefore, 
more attractive for development. However, examination of data comparing 
population and land use between 1975 and 2000 suggests major transportation 
projects like the proposed freeway do not induce growth in the region (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-170 through 4-174). The proposed 
freeway would be implemented in a historically quickly urbanizing area (most 
noticeably in the Western Section of the Study Area, although the nationwide 
recession which began in 2007 slowed growth). In the Eastern Section of the Study 
Area, the proposed freeway would abut public parkland, Native American land, 
and a near-fully developed area—therefore, any contribution to accelerated or 
induced growth would be constrained. The proposed freeway would be built in an 
area planned for urban growth as established in local jurisdictions’ land use plans 
for at least the last 25 years. 
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2

1 Purpose and 
Need, Lack of 
Support

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Air Quality
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3

4

5

6

7

3 Visual Resources Because Pecos Road is already a four-lane arterial street and is in approximately 
the same location as the proposed E1 Alternative, viewers would not be seeing any 
phenomena they do not already see (see Final Environmental Impact Statement 
page 4-169). The proposed freeway would have eight lanes of traffic and carry 
more vehicles, but what park users and residents would see would not be 
substantively different from what they already see along Pecos Road. Page 4-169 
in the Final Environmental Impact Statement lists measures that should help to 
avoid, reduce, or mitigate aesthetic impacts. Larger saguaro cacti, mature trees, 
and large shrubs that would likely survive the transplanting and sitting-in period 
would help in visually sensitive or critical roadway areas.

4 Neighborhoods/
Communities

While the City of Phoenix Police Department reported in 2005 that it did not 
have any statistics specific to crime adjacent to freeways, the Police Department 
did note that, based on its experience, there does not appear to be a correlation 
between crime rates and freeways. See Final Environmental Impact Statement 
sidebar on page 4-21.

5 Social Conditions In the case of the proposed action, the purpose of the project is not to promote 
economic development specifically in Laveen Village or anywhere else. The purpose 
is to respond to a growing need for additional transportation capacity as a result 
of regional growth occurring now and as projected.

6 Traffic In 2006, the City of Phoenix conducted a traffic circulation study to evaluate the 
impacts of the freeway on the local street system, including the shift of access 
to Foothills Reserve and Calabrea from Pecos Road to Chandler Boulevard. The 
City study found no adverse effects on the local street system from the proposed 
freeway (see Appendix  3-1).

7 Traffic The traffic projections for Chandler Boulevard (see Figure  3-12 on page 3-29 of 
the Final Environmental Impact Statement) show a reduction with the proposed 
freeway when compared with conditions without the proposed freeway. 

8 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

8
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9 Purpose and 
Need, Truck 
Bypass

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

10 Alternatives The study considered an alternative that would run along Interstate 8 in Casa 
Grande to State Route 85 from Gila Bend to Interstate 10 (see text on page 3-9 
of the Final Environmental Impact Statement). State Route 85 is currently being 
reconstructed as a four-lane, divided highway with limited-access control, and 
Interstate 8 is a four-lane, divided Interstate freeway with full access control. 
Existing signs at each terminus designate the route as a truck bypass of the 
metropolitan Phoenix area. This route would continue to be available for interstate 
and interregional travel, but it would not meet the proposed action purpose and 
need as part of a regional transportation network and, therefore, was eliminated 
from further consideration. 
A Riggs Road Alternative was considered. It would replace 51st Avenue south of 
its connection to Interstate 10 (Papago Freeway) for approximately 21 miles. It 
would then replace approximately 4 miles of Beltline Road in an easterly direction. 
At the Riggs Road/State Route 347 intersection, the alternative would replace 
approximately 3 miles of Riggs Road before connecting to Interstate 10 (Maricopa 
Freeway) (see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-9). While the Riggs 
Road Alternative would serve regional mobility needs, particularly of those living in 
the Maricopa area, meeting this travel demand would not address specific planning 
goals for an integrated regional transportation network. The Regional Transportation 
Plan identifies the proposed South Mountain Freeway as a critical link in the 
Regional Freeway and Highway System. The Riggs Road Alternative would not 
complete the Phoenix metropolitan area’s loop system as part of State Route 
202L, thereby causing substantial out-of-direction travel for motorists. Therefore, 
the Riggs Road Alternative would not meet the project’s purpose and need criteria 
and was eliminated from further study.
In addition, nearly two-thirds of any alternative using Riggs Road would be on 
Gila River Indian Community land. Tribal sovereignty is based in the inherent 
authority of Native American tribes to govern themselves. While this notion of 
sovereignty is manifested in many areas, generally Native American land is held 
in trust by the United States. Native American communities have the authority to 
regulate land uses and activities on their lands. States have very limited authority 
over activities within tribal land (see page 2-1 of the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement). From a practical standpoint, this means that the Arizona Department 
of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration do not have the authority 
to survey tribal land, make land use (including transportation) determinations 
directly affecting tribal land, or condemn tribal land for public benefit through an 
eminent domain process.

11 Alternatives, E1 
Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

9

11

10

4
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1 Comment noted.

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

6/12/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

7:00 PM
CALLER:

ELLEN GRAHAM
CALLER ADDRESS:

SUN CITY, AZ
PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I think putting the freeway in would be very beneficial. I’ve been in the valley since 1973 and I drove 
the inner city streets from Sun City area into central Phoenix for a number of years of working and 
when the I-10 and the 101 were completed, it made my travel to work much better and I know the 
traffic congestion is horrible, although my working hours, when I was working, I am now retired, but
my working hours I avoided the heavy traffic, but I always remembered hearing reports on the 
television about the traffic tie up and the times and things and I know how much the freeway of the 
101 and the 10 helped with the Phoenix Metropolitan area when they were completed. And, I think this 
other freeway connecting the South Mountain Freeway to the 10 would be a great deal of help because 
the outlining areas down there now of Maricopa and just the further South Mountain range, Laveen, all 
those down in there, Baseline area are now developing and before it was just farmland and as our 
valley develops as far as population, schools, jobs, everything, naturally we need to update and keep 
up with the roadways to supply the travel in an adequate manner for the population of the valley to 
move around. And I know how much it helped to have the freeways that are in existence now that 
didn’t exist when I first came out here, only the I-17 existed and it’s just unbelievable with the 101 and 
the 202 and the finishing of I-10 going through Phoenix and it was stopped at a certain point in Blithe 
and now that it is all complete it’s really, really nice and I think, like I said, as the valley grows, the 
population grows the roadways have to grow. I’m not sure how that’s going, the South Mountain, I 
haven’t read up on it recently, I don’t know exactly how that’s going to involve the Indian reservations 
down there, but I am sure that it would benefit both and I know that through Scottsdale down Pima 
Road things were understood and there would possibly be adjustments made through the South 
Mountain Freeway. So it would benefit both communities; the reservation and the people that do not 
live on the reservation. But, we have to take into consideration people’s rights and we have to think of 
everyone equally. So, I am very much in support of it and I don’t know what else to say, but I, like I 
say I’m retired and I am unfortunately not able to travel outside of Sun City that much because of my 
health, but for many years the roadways, the last few years of working were a great deal of 
convenience for me and I hope that the younger generation can benefit from the newer roadways to 
come. Thank you very much for the opportunity to express my opinion on it. Thank you.

1
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1 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Secondary and 
Cumulative

The proposed freeway is a response to existing and anticipated travel demand 
in the metropolitan Phoenix area. It is not meant to increase travel beyond 
that expected to be generated from existing and anticipated population and 
employment growth and related land development. It is important to consider that 
improvements proposed for any type of transportation system (e.g., a new bus 
route, rail transit line, commuter rail service) would likely lead to changes in travel 
behavior, which, in turn, would lead to increased use of the particular system. 
Improvements made to a given transportation system are meant to attract new 
users (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-170 through 4-174). If 
this were not a primary goal, the improvements would be neither effective nor 
warranted. For the proposed action, a goal is to attract users of other segments 
of the Regional Freeway and Highway System and the local arterial street network, 
now and in the future, to the proposed action to optimize, in part, the entire 
regional transportation system (as outlined in the proposed action’s purpose and 
need in Chapter 1).

3 Alternatives, 
Nonfreeway 
Alternatives

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Opposition to Proposed Loop 202 Extension
Date: Tuesday, July 16, 2013 10:07:54 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Thank you,
Matthew Eberhart
Community Relations Officer
1655 W Jackson St. MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602-712-2060
azdot.gov

From: Justin Graham [mailto:grahamjm88@gmail.com] 
Sent: Monday, July 15, 2013 9:08 PM
To: Projects
Subject: Opposition to Proposed Loop 202 Extension

To Members of the South Mountain Study Team:

I am writing to briefly voice my opposition to the proposed extension of the Loop 202. As a
resident of Downtown Phoenix, I am keenly aware of the localized pollution collecting
around South Mountain from our valley's freeways. The future of growth and economic
development for the valley is to improve transit options closer to our core, rather than
encouraging exurban growth through the construction of new freeway rings. We have the
opportunity to avoid pouring more money into these relatively short-sighted projects, and to
the extent this $2.6 billion dollar project takes money away from alternative transit options it
is directly harming the future economic competitiveness of the valley. 

In summary, I oppose the Loop 202 extension as a massive misallocation of public funds that
will not eliminate environmental problems, but rather encourage them through the well-
understood principle of induced demand.

Thank you for your attention to this matter,

Justin Graham

--
Justin Graham
J.D./M.B.A. Candidate- Class of 2015
Arizona State University
602.510.3737
grahamjm88@gmail.com

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the

2
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1 Comment noted.

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

5/16/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

5:09 PM
CALLER:

LYNN GRANDIE
CALLER ADDRESS:

PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I received this phone call today and I am in support of the South Mountain Freeway. Thank you.1
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1 Comment noted.

From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Loop 202 South Mountain Draft EIS
Date: Wednesday, May 22, 2013 10:54:07 AM

From: Michael Grandy [mailto:grandym35@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 21, 2013 9:20 AM
To: Projects
Subject: Loop 202 South Mountain Draft EIS

I have read through the Loop 202 South Mountain Draft EIS and concur with the
recommended alternatives. Let's get to building the needed freeway as soon as possible. 
Don't let the Gila River Indian Community or Ahwatukee residents play the stall game any
longer.

Thanks,

M.G.

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Loop 202
Date: Tuesday, May 14, 2013 9:48:27 AM

From: Ernie Granese [mailto:ernie.granese@usa.net] 
Sent: Sunday, May 05, 2013 1:18 PM
To: Projects
Subject: Loop 202

Hi,

How come I don’t see or read anything about making the Loop 202 part of the Federal
Interstate freeway system?? All big cities (I am assuming you classify Phoenix as a big city)
have Interstate Bypass freeways. This Loop 202 could be Interstate 10 bypass, called 110 or
210. This is actual what this roadway will be used for, trucks and cars going to Californian
and bypassing downtown Phoenix. Doing this makes the feds pay for most of it. Also it may
be better for the feds to negotiate with the Gila Indians for putting the freeway on some of
their land. By the way, we don’t need the entire Loop 202 to be on Gila land just the few
miles that would take the homes along side Pecos.

Thanks for listening.... Ernie Granese

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1

2

1 Purpose and Need There are two general paths by which highways or future highways are designated 
as future Interstates. One path is the administrative path. In this case, a state (or 
states) asks the Federal Highway Administration to take a designation action; 
presents a case that the corridor to be designated is a logical addition to the 
Interstate system; demonstrates, where appropriate, coordination with other 
states and with metropolitan planning organizations; and makes a commitment 
to complete the route to an Interstate design level within 25 years. The other 
path is called the Congressional path. In this case, a future Interstate corridor is 
identified through statutory language primarily within the uncodified provisions 
of section 1105(e)(5) of the Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act, 
P.L. 102-240), as amended (in which the process stated in Title 23 of the Code 
of Federal Regulations, Part 470, generally applies). The Arizona Department of 
Transportation, Federal Highway Administration, and Maricopa Association of 
Governments are not pursuing Interstate designation for the proposed freeway. 
The route has been adopted into Arizona’s State Highway System. The primary 
purpose of the proposed freeway is not to create a “”truck bypass”” for downtown 
Phoenix. The proposed freeway is part of a transportation system developed to 
improve mobility in the region by increasing capacity and providing alternatives 
to allow traffic— including truck traffic—to bypass already congested routes (see 
Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 1-21, 1-22, 3-1, and 3-3). Like other 
“loop” freeways in the Phoenix metropolitan area, the proposed South Mountain 
Freeway would be a commuter corridor, helping to move local traffic between the 
eastern and western portions of Maricopa County. Commercial trucks would use 
the proposed action. As with all other freeways in the Maricopa Association Of 
Governments region, trucks would use it for the through-transport of freight, for 
transport to and from distribution centers, and for transport to support local 
commerce. And as with travel on all other freeways in the Maricopa Association 
of Governments region, the primary users of the proposed action would be 
automobiles. Further, it is not expected that the entire 21 percent of through-
traffic (by tonnage) using Interstate 10 would divert from Interstate 10 to use 
the proposed action (see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-64). The 
trucking industry heavily depends on the efficient and fast movement of freight 
and on travel time savings. Trucking destinations in the Phoenix metropolitan area 
(either distribution centers or for local commerce) would require trucks to enter 
congested areas. Choosing to travel on the proposed action versus Interstate 10 
would not translate to any substantial travel time benefits. Therefore, it is 
expected that “true” through-truck traffic (not having to stop in the metropolitan 
area) would continue to use the faster, designated, and posted bypass system of 
Interstate 8 and State Route 85.

2 Alternatives, 
Gila River Indian 
Community 
Alignment

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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Document Created: 5/21/2013 2:55:21 PM by Web Comment Form

The time to build is now, with the economy at this point, the cost to construct is at it's
lowest level it will ever be. The longer we wait, the more expensive the project will become,
the more congested the existing roadways will become and the longer the construction
schedules will become.
The time is now!

Curtis Grant

1
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Document Created: 7/1/2013 8:28:17 PM by Web Comment Form

I am commenting as a member of PARC.  I am strongly opposed to the South Mountain
Truck by-pass.  I am amazed that ADOT would consider putting a truck bypass so close to a
very nice quiet community.  We moved to the Ahwatukee area because of South Mountain
and the quiet community it creates.  Secluded from the busy big city.  We love having a view
of the mountain, and we love the fact that the mountain provides a very quiet community for
us to live in with our 3 children.  My husband loves mountain biking and hiking in this quiet
community.  Plopping a truck by-pass, just down the street from everyone who lives here is
something I am amazed that would even be considered.  Please think about the citizen and
children who love this area before making such a horrible decision.  Please think of the
pollution you would be putting right next to those who just want a quiet place to live.  Please
think of us before you put a truck by pass that will provide no added benefit to those who live
in the area.  The only ones benefiting are truckers just passing through and don't really care
about our neighborhood.

Heidi Grant

1 2

3

4

1 Purpose and 
Need, Truck 
Bypass

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Neighborhoods/
Communities

While the E1 Alternative is adjacent to the largely residential areas of Ahwatukee 
Foothills Village (to the north), a freeway has been planned in this location 
for many years (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-17 and 
4-21). Where existing residential uses are adjacent to the proposed freeway, 
noise mitigation would be implemented according to Arizona Department of 
Transportation policy (see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 4-91).

3 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

4 Purpose and 
Need, Lack of 
Support
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From: Michelle Thompson
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: 202 loop
Date: Friday, May 03, 2013 9:41:12 AM

Michelle Thompson
Senior Community Relations Officer
1655 W. Jackson St. MD: 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602.316.4057
azdot.gov

From: JSJJGrass@aol.com [mailto:JSJJGrass@aol.com] 
Sent: Friday, May 03, 2013 7:26 AM
To: Projects
Subject: 202 loop

I am against placing a freeway over Pecos Road.

I would suggest if the idea of an internal loop is to move residents of Phoenix around the city easier;
then restrict the 202 loop to two axle vehicles only (passenger cars/trucks) and force the truck trailer
combinations to use the 10 freeway.

Regards,
Jeff Grass

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the person(s)/entity(ies)
named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution is strictly prohibited.
If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus attachments.
.

1

2

1 Alternatives, E1 
Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Purpose and 
Need, Truck 
Bypass
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1             MR. GRASS:  I'm Jeff Grass, G-r-a-s-s, Jeff Grass.

2             My comment would be that, if I'm understanding

3 correctly, the idea of the Pecos Road development is for

4 continuous use, for improving traffic flow within the City or

5 around the City of Phoenix, which I can understand.

6             However, I would like to suggest, if it's primarily

7 for the citizens of Phoenix or the eventual growth of Phoenix,

8 to improve the transportation within that area, I would like to

9 suggest that we handle Pecos Road like other cities have done.

10 For example, Salt Lake City, they have put expressways that are

11 restricted to two-axle vehicles only, so that we're not

12 creating a thoroughfare for freight companies, from

13 Jacksonville, Houston, trying to drive to Los Angeles or the

14 other way; that the loop would be for improving traffic flow

15 for the citizens that want to get to downtown Phoenix or around

16 Phoenix easier.  And it would be restricted to the cars, the

17 trucks, anything, just only two-axle vehicles.

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

5017

1

1 Purpose and 
Need, Lack of 
Support

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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1 Comment noted.

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

5/15/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

4:16 PM
CALLER:

CLAUDIA GRAY
CALLER ADDRESS:

457 EAST VERA LANE, TEMPE, AZ 85284
PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I support the Freeway. Thank you.1
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1 children with the status quo, using the exorbitant 

2 right-of-way freeway paid the landowners the highest 

3 buildout cost.  The Arizona legislature has done that 

4 to us.

5           Nor should we ignore the many deaths, semi 

6 rollovers, and the expensive public responders to the 

7 many and frequent crash freeway accidents.

8           Now, what we need is safe, efficient, useful, 

9 sustainable, affordable, state-of-art regional 

10 connective transportation.

11           And even considering a fast train, high-speed 

12 elevated train, from Tucson to Phoenix around this 

13 Broadway Curve as a viable alternative.

14           MANUEL TOPETE:  And I live in Laveen, 51st 

15 and Baseline.  And I can't wait for this to happen.  As 

16 simple as that.

17           My only regret is I won't live to see it.

18 Just I wish it was already done.  I think you should 

19 also hear this, aside from all this bad.

20           KARIN GRAY:  I have been a resident of 

21 Ahwatukee for over ten years, moved here from Texas, 

22 and absolutely love South Mountain.  One of the reasons 

23 I moved to that area was to have access to all 15 miles 

24 of the Nation Trail, from one end to the other on South 

25 Mountain, the biggest city park in the United States.

4355

(Comment codes begin on next page)
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1 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Alternatives, W59 
Alternative Versus 
W101 Alternative

3 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife

4 Alternatives Information related to the challenges and costs of a tunnel through the South 
Mountains is described beginning on page 3-16 of the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement. The primary purpose of the tunnel would be to eliminate impacts on 
the South Mountains; however, the tunnel option would not accomplish this. 
The project would be completely funded through federal sources and local ½-cent 
sales tax, as programmed in the Arizona Department of Transportation 5-year 
Transportation Facilities Construction Program and the Maricopa Association of 
Governments Regional Transportation Plan; therefore, tolling is not required to fund 
the proposed action.

www.drivernix.com
Driver and Nix Court Reporters - (602) 266-6525

Page 12

1           It would be an absolute disaster if any kind 

2 of highway goes through South Mountain.  I have no 

3 problem with an expressway that goes around it in some 

4 form or fashion.  I wouldn't mind if it went all the 

5 way down to 101 on the west side and connected there.

6           But I would be totally opposed to any plan 

7 that infringes on the South Mountain Park area.  I am 

8 especially concerned with the wildlife.  One of the 

9 joys of living in Ahwatukee is having havalina in the 

10 front yard, the coyote wandering through.  My son 

11 rescued a Great Horned Owl chick about two years ago, 

12 and the nesting pair are still in our neighborhood.

13           And the kind of freeway they are talking 

14 about would disrupt the wildlife that call South 

15 Mountain their home.

16           Let's see, what else?  I've always thought if 

17 we had the technology to build a tunnel under the 

18 English Channel -- and that was done several years 

19 ago -- we could certainly build a tunnel under a 

20 mountain.  I have looked at the proposals.  They 

21 include HOV lanes and talk about Homeland Security 

22 issues.  I understand all that.  I understand all that.

23           I do believe it can be done, and I also 

24 believe it could pay for itself by the people who would 

25 be willing to pay a monthly toll to use the tunnel to 

1

2

3

4
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1 bypass having to go on I-10 or around 48th Street.

2           So if I had a vote, it would be for either a 

3 tunnel or to extend the 202 all the way out to connect 

4 to the 101, bypassing the park.

5           That's it.

6           GABRIEL JASSO:  Definitely need the South 

7 Mountain Extension Loop 202 built ASAP.  It will help 

8 alleviate traffic within the city's freeway system, 

9 eliminate bigger trucks on our roadways down on 

10 Baseline and 51st Avenue, and bring business to the 

11 area, valued business to the South Phoenix/Laveen area, 

12 creating jobs and better opportunities for people, and 

13 would also mean less travel for us residents in South 

14 Phoenix to other parts of the Valley, which would also 

15 help improve with traffic in other areas, as well as 

16 pollution.

17             That's it.

18

19      (The proceedings concluded at 8:00 p.m.)

20

21

22

23

24

25

2
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1

                       PROCEEDINGS

2

3          MR. GRAY:  My name is Walter Gray, G-r-a-y, and I

4 belong to an organization known as the West Side Town Hall

5 Steering Committee.  I'm the coordinator.  That group may

6 or probably will take an official position probably

7 expressed in a letter to the appropriate people, ADOT or

8 the City Council or whoever the right people are.

9          In my personal opinion and my personal view, just

10 from viewing the panel and also the video, one concern I

11 have is that the real basis of this Loop 202 South

12 Mountain Freeway is to take the freeway to Downtown

13 Phoenix, relieve traffic from I-10 going into Downtown

14 Phoenix, create an alternative route into Downtown Phoenix

15 on the West Side.  I think that's the basic fallacy of the

16 study.

17          I don't think we should continue to pour all

18 transportation into Downtown Phoenix.  You know, what will

19 follow then is the East Valley will get crowded,

20 Downtown Phoenix will grow, these freeways will get

21 crowded and they'll build a light rail in the freeways and

22 that'll go through and everything will go to Downtown

23 Phoenix.  And that creates unbalanced development because

24 it's all Downtown Phoenix and everybody lives outside of

25 Downtown Phoenix.

4954

1

1 Purpose and 
Need, Lack of 
Support

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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1          So my first reaction to this is that what they --

2 what I would prefer is employment centers in Ahwatukee, in

3 Laveen.  The City of Phoenix has two that are -- one is at

4 99th Avenue and I-10 and one is at 27th Avenue and I-10,

5 two employment centers.  They're not existing, but they're

6 planned employment centers.  Plus, you have additional

7 employment along the Loop 101 north of I-10.

8          So what I've been advocating -- I advocated this

9 in the light rail hearing in Glendale -- is that we try to

10 shift more employment to the West Valley so that we can --

11 so that we can reduce the impact of traffic all going to

12 Downtown Phoenix.  So to do that, you know, to balance

13 planning -- I mean, the idea is to keep the residential

14 relatively close to the employment.  That seems to be a

15 major link there, employment and residential, and then

16 everything else kind of fits into that, the business part

17 of it, the recreation, other parts of the community

18 involvement.

19          So my feeling is that they should take the -- the

20 employment -- the two city employment centers and also

21 have one down in Maryvale -- I mean in Laveen and one in

22 Ahwatukee, and that would encourage people -- and they're

23 existing and there could be additional employment centers

24 in Chandler, and that would encourage people to travel

25 closer to home to go to work and reduce the impact of the
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1 infrastructure and having to build these very costly

2 freeway systems and light rail systems.

3          And that makes for better community development.

4 It reduces pollution.  It provides the people more time,

5 more leisure time.  It provides more things that are

6 available.

7          So I -- that's my feeling.  That's the basic

8 feeling.  I think there should be employment centers.  You

9 know, for example, in Ahwatukee, you know, it would be

10 more office kind of employment or government kind of

11 employment; same thing with Laveen.  The ones in Phoenix

12 on 99th Avenue and 27th Avenue, those, I think, are more

13 suited for manufacturing.  And so there could -- you know,

14 there doesn't have to be just one employment center in

15 Laveen.  There could be two.

16          But the basic complaint that I have -- also, I

17 think it's important to be considerate of the Gila River

18 Indian Nation, because they are -- you know, they have a

19 different culture and they have different values.  I know

20 that I've been at hearings where they have expressed

21 concerns about pollution, you know.

22          I guess one reason they rejected having the

23 freeway on their land is you've got the South Mountain

24 that will kind of do the same thing that it does on the

25 Phoenix side, which is keep the pollution kind of
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1 funneling south of South Mountain.  And that would settle

2 right over the Indian Nation, which, you know, they're

3 just more environmentally sensitive than the normal

4 person.

5          Let's see if I have anything else.

6          I'm also a member of the Sierra Club, and I know

7 they're concerned about cutting through the park, the

8 South Mountain Park.  They -- I don't know if that's such

9 a critical concern, you know, or my own personal view,

10 because it's only 31 acres and it's at the very end of the

11 mountain range.  And so -- but that's a consideration

12 also.

13          Yeah, I think what makes more sense to me is

14 they've already eliminated the route through the 101,

15 which is called the west of 101 or something like, that

16 would connect with the Loop 101.  To me, that might make

17 more sense, because, you know, again, the idea is to take

18 traffic away from Downtown Phoenix in my opinion.  By

19 having that traffic go to the 101 and up towards Glendale

20 where you have the stadium and the arena and other

21 potential employment -- plus, you have the 99th Avenue

22 City of Phoenix employment center at 99th Avenue and I-10.

23 It seems to me that that way we'd take traffic west away

24 from Downtown Phoenix.

25          And I think, you know, socioeconomically, if you

2

3

4

2 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
According to the Arizona Department of Transportation, 2013, Air Quality 
Assessment South Mountain Freeway 202L Draft Report, review of wind data from the 
Gila River Indian Community monitoring site at St. Johns suggests that during 
the morning hours and associated with mountain-drainage air flows and stable 
atmospheric conditions, wind flows are from the southeast and follow the Gila 
River channel to the north. Locations to the east of St. Johns tend to flow from 
the east to the lower elevations along the Gila River. During the warmer hours’ 
improved mixing, flows typically follow the river channel and come from the north 
and northwest.
Likewise, during a 1-month-long meteorological monitoring period (November 20, 
2006, through December 21, 2006) at Pecos Road and 40th Street and a second 
1-month-long monitoring period at Pecos Road and 24th and 40th streets (April 
19, 2007, through May 21, 2007), winds during the morning hours typically were 
from the northeast. During the warmer hours, and with improved mixing, winds 
typically were from the west.

3 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

4 Alternatives, W59 
Alternative Versus 
W101 Alternative
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1 keep putting everything into Downtown Phoenix, then, you

2 know, Downtown Phoenix will increase in value and the rest

3 of the Valley won't increase as well -- as evenly, you

4 know.  All the property value, the income, all of that

5 will be concentrated in the hands of relatively few

6 people.  And if you disperse the employment and

7 transportation, then you will spread out wealth among a

8 greater number of people.

9          Well, I guess that's about it, you know, for this

10 rendition.  I'll take one of these statements, talk to

11 people who are on the West Side Town Hall Steering

12 Committee and see -- I think there's going to be one more

13 public meeting that Councilman Michael Nowakowski,

14 N-o-w-a-k-o-w-s-k-i, is planning.  He's planning a

15 meeting, so that's another opportunity to comment.

16          But this is the official process of the

17 Environmental Impact Statement, so we'll probably submit a

18 statement to ADOT as directed in this bulletin -- or this

19 brochure.

20          THE REPORTER:  Okay.  Thank you.  If you have

21 anything you think of later, you're welcome to come back

22 and talk to us.

23          MR. GRAY:  I have an addendum.  I'm not sure if I

24 talked to one of the engineers, but as I mentioned, I'm a

25 member of the Sierra Club, and one of the concerns of the



 Comment Response Appendix • B1749

Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 

www.drivernix.com
Driver and Nix Court Reporters - (602) 266-6525

Page 7

1 Sierra Club is urban sprawl.  And urban sprawl just means

2 that the development just expands in low density to the

3 extremes of the metropolitan area.  And I think that this

4 would encourage that rather than having more dense

5 development that would occur if we had, you know, more

6 balanced development with employment centers in Ahwatukee,

7 Laveen, West Phoenix and Glendale and Chandler.

8          That way, we'd have a variety of housing

9 connected with the employment, and, you know, it would

10 not -- it would kind of increase the economic value of

11 that area and have people staying in that area rather than

12 moving to the extremes, although they've already done

13 that.  So that's one of the concerns of the -- of the

14 Sierra Club, and that continues to be a concern here.

15          Another thing is that there's something called

16 inversion.  Inversion is when you develop your inner core,

17 your downtown and your surrounding areas of downtown, the

18 inner core.  And that attracts largely younger families

19 and individuals, generally people who are middle class,

20 back into the inner core because there's a lot that

21 appeals to them.

22          But what that means is that -- what that means is

23 that the people in the low-income areas within the inner

24 city, they don't move that way because they can't afford

25 to live -- because the whole value of the whole downtown

5

6

5 Secondary and 
Cumulative

Unplanned growth is often termed “urban sprawl.” Generally, this term is used in 
the context of rapid and uncontrolled urban growth onto previously undeveloped 
land—usually on the outskirts of an existing urban area. Projects like the proposed 
freeway are often identified as contributors to urban sprawl. Freeway projects 
are often cited as making land at the urban fringe more accessible and, therefore, 
more attractive for development. However, examination of data comparing 
population and land use between 1975 and 2000 suggests major transportation 
projects like the proposed freeway do not induce growth in the region (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-170 through 4-174). The proposed 
freeway would be implemented in a historically quickly urbanizing area (most 
noticeably in the Western Section of the Study Area, although the nationwide 
recession which began in 2007 slowed growth). In the Eastern Section of the Study 
Area, the proposed freeway would abut public parkland, Native American land, 
and a near-fully developed area—therefore, any contribution to accelerated or 
induced growth would be constrained. The proposed freeway would be built in an 
area planned for urban growth as established in local jurisdictions’ land use plans 
for at least the last 25 years.

6 Planning Growth patterns and densities are largely determined by each respective 
jurisdiction’s land use planning decisions, as identified in its General Plan and 
implemented through its local zoning decisions. In the Laveen Village area, 
the Phoenix General Plan identified an employment center along the Preferred 
Alternative at Dobbins Road. This center, envisioned as areas of mixed land use, is 
not inconsistent with the concept of smart growth, which concentrates growth in 
compact, walkable urban centers to avoid sprawl.
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1 area or the whole inner core gets so high that they can't

2 afford to live there.  So the growth just expands and

3 eliminates some of them.

4          In other cities, like Seattle and Chicago, when

5 it happened like that, nobody, to date, makes any plans

6 for the people who get displaced, low-income people who

7 get displaced by the spread of the inner core.  So what

8 I'm talking about here is that, you know, one of my basic

9 concerns is the people who are the working poor or poor,

10 because I live in Maryvale, in West Phoenix, and I've

11 lived here 30 years.  That's my concern.  I mean, I've

12 been active in the community for many years.

13          So to protect those people and to increase their

14 wealth, then we should have development in their area.

15 And that's where I talk about these employment centers

16 that are in these areas that keep the -- keep the

17 people -- well, it gives them jobs so that they can stay

18 in the area and increase their income and contribute more

19 to the economy.

20          So those are two things I wanted to add.  Thank

21 you.

22          THE REPORTER:  Thank you, sir.

23

24

25
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1 Alternatives, W59 
Alternative Versus 
W101 Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

1
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2 Purpose and Need In the best-case scenario, a parkway would carry approximately 105,000 vehicles 
per day, well below the average daily traffic on the proposed freeway, which would 
range from 117,000 to 190,000 vehicles per day (see Final Environmental Impact 
Statement page 3-19). As a result, the Arizona Parkway would lack sufficient 
capacity to meet projected travel demand. The Arizona Parkway would not 
adequately address the projected transportation system capacity deficiency, would 
not remove a sufficient amount of traffic from arterial streets, and, therefore, 
would not meet the project’s purpose and need. For these reasons, the Arizona 
Parkway was eliminated from further consideration.
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3 Alternatives The proposed freeway is part of the multimodal Regional Transportation Plan (see 
Final Environmental Impact Statement page 1-5 for more information regarding 
the Regional Transportation Plan). The Regional Transportation Plan includes other 
freeway projects, such as State Route 30 and State Route 303 Loop that provide 
additional capacity and mobility in the region. All of these transportation facilities 
work as a system and rely on each other to provide optimum performance. Also, 
the Regional Transportation Plan included funding for improvements to 99th Avenue 
south of Interstate 10.

3
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4 Public Involvement The public hearing for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement was held on 
May 21, 2013, at the Phoenix Convention Center from 10 a.m. to 8 p.m. The public 
hearing’s main purposes were to present findings of the Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement and to obtain public testimony or comment on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement. During the day-long public hearing, participants 
had the opportunity to watch a video describing the study, review study 
information, talk to project team members, and provide verbal comments to a 
panel of project team members in front of an audience.
The six community forums were held at geographically diverse locations: west 
Phoenix (Sunridge Elementary School, 6244 West Roosevelt, Phoenix); the Gila 
River Indian Community; Ahwatukee Foothills Village; Laveen Village; Avondale; 
and Chandler. Notification that community forums would be held was included in 
the public hearing materials, and forum dates and locations were posted online 
and advertised at each successive community forum. Print advertisements for 
the community forums were placed in the following publications from April 26 
through July 3, 2013: The Arizona Republic, La Voz, Ahwatukee Foothills News, Arizona 
Informant, East Valley Tribune, and West Valley View. These forums provided a more 
informal opportunity to learn about the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. 
Attendees could watch the study video, view study materials, and talk to project 
team members. Court reporters were available to take individual verbal comments 
with no time limit, and written comments could also be submitted.
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5 Public Involvement At the public hearing and all six community forums, Spanish interpreters and 
a sign language interpreter were available to assist participants as needed. 
O’odham language interpreters were available at the public hearing and two of the 
community forums. Informational brochures were also available in Spanish.

6 Public Involvement The six community forums were held at geographically diverse locations: west 
Phoenix (Sunridge Elementary School, 6244 West Roosevelt, Phoenix); the Gila 
River Indian Community; Ahwatukee Foothills Village; Laveen Village; Avondale; 
and Chandler. Notification that community forums would be held was included in 
the public hearing materials, and forum dates and locations were posted online 
and advertised at each successive community forum. Print advertisements for 
the community forums were placed in the following publications from April 26 
through July 3, 2013: The Arizona Republic, La Voz, Ahwatukee Foothills News, Arizona 
Informant, East Valley Tribune, and West Valley View. These forums provided a more 
informal opportunity to learn about the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. 
Attendees could watch the study video, view study materials, and talk to project 
team members. Court reporters were available to take individual verbal comments 
with no time limit, and written comments could also be submitted.

6
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

5/16/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

10:51 AM
CALLER:

FRED GREDGE
CALLER ADDRESS:

1522 EAST TREASURE COVE DRIVE, GILBERT, AZ 
85234

PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I support the freeway. It should be connected to the 303 at the proper place, not before it. I support it 
and it needs to done. But, it should be a complete loop, not a dog leg left and then right like you’re 
going north it should be a loop and properly done.

1

1 Alternatives, W59 
Alternative Versus 
W101 Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: South Mountain Freeway
Date: Tuesday, July 16, 2013 10:08:03 AM
Attachments: image001.png

 
 
Thank you,
Matthew Eberhart
Community Relations Officer
1655 W Jackson St. MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602-712-2060
azdot.gov

 

From: Cheryl Green [mailto:cheryl@cjbg1980.com] 
Sent: Monday, July 15, 2013 6:44 PM
To: Projects
Subject: South Mountain Freeway
 
We do not want the South Mountain Freeway
Cheryl And Brett Green
4172 E Rockledge Rd
AHWATUKEE

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1 Comment noted.

1
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

7/23/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

4:50 PM
CALLER:

BENDRA [UNCLEAR] GREEN
CALLER ADDRESS:

18220 NORTH 26TH PLACE, PHOENIX, ARIZONA 
85032

PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I would vote yes for the South Mountain Loop 202 freeway.

1 Comment noted.

1
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Comments Regarding Proposed 202 Loop
Date: Monday, July 08, 2013 8:49:57 AM
Importance: High

Thank you,
Matthew Eberhart
Community Relations Officer
1655 W Jackson St. MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602-712-2060
azdot.gov

-----Original Message-----
From: cgreene22@cox.net [mailto:cgreene22@cox.net]
Sent: Sunday, July 07, 2013 7:33 PM
To: Projects
Cc: cgreene22@cox.net
Subject: Comments Regarding Proposed 202 Loop
Importance: High

We are writing to state our OPPOSITION of the proposed 202 Loop for the following reasons.

Environment impact.
Air and Noise Pollution.
Increased traffic will produce result in additional pollution, impacting 75,000 people.  I understand your
study states you have met the federal standards.  Regardless of the federal standards, pollution is
pollution no matter what number you assign it.  I am not comforted by some federal standard. I don't
trust your study or the federal standards you propose it meets. . All one needs to do is drive on
Interstate 10 into Phoenix and see the brown haze that sits over downtown. I certainly don't want that
on this side of the mountain. The no-build option is the only option.

Traffic noise can be heard a mile from I-10.  If you add another freeway, that noise will increase
profoundly.

Dangerous trucks in a fragile area
As more cars pass through a major thoroughfare, there’s a greater chance of someone throwing a
cigarette butt out of a window and causing problems. Sonoran Deserts are not fire adapted.  When you
have people using a major thoroughfare, you’re going to increase the chance of anyone throwing a
cigarette butt out. It’s going to increase the risk, whether it’s incidental. You’re also going to have
species that will fill in empty spaces left by construction and those species help fuel local fires. There’s a
number of factors, but when combined it will have an impact, and I fear a negative impact on that
ecosystem. (Source: Wendy Hodgson, research botanist and herbarium curator at the Desert Botanical
Garden)

We are concerned, as is the Ahwatukee-based Protecting Arizona’s Resources and Children (PARC),
about the possibility of truckers using the South Mountain Freeway as a Canamex route, to get trucks
and whatever hazardous materials they may be carrying from Mexico or Canada through the U.S. as
quickly as possible. The DEIS does state in several areas that hazardous materials will be allowed on
this freeway.  This is UNACCEPTABLE!

Destruction of South Mountain terrain.

1 2

3

8

4

6

7

1 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Noise

3 Alternatives, No-
Action (No-Build) 
Alternative

4 Noise Noise barriers are designed to provide a substantial reduction in noise levels 
along freeways, but do not and cannot eliminate noise from passing into nearby 
neighborhoods. Just because noise can be heard does not mean that noise 
barriers are ineffective. Even at the levels considered “acceptable” by the Arizona 
Department of Transportation Noise Abatement Policy and Federal Highway 
Administration regulations, noise is still readily audible and can be heard for some 
distance from the freeway.

5 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife

Comment noted.

6 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

7 Trucks

8 Hazardous 
Materials

5
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Cutting through the mountain will destroy the land and its inhabitants.  This is deplorable and would
destroy a portion of the park that many hikers and residents greatly enjoy.

The actual impacts of the freeway cutting through South Mountain Park, on the maps are presented like
it’s not a big deal but when you’re talking about cutting acres off the corner of a park, that is a huge
impact!  It’s not just the direct impact of eliminating acres of the park, but it’s the fact that now you
have a major freeway right next to one of the largest urban parks in the country. South Mountain Park
is a focal point for many.
The proposed plan to cut a 220-foot cut through one ridge, a 190-foot cut to another, and a 70-foot
cut is simply unacceptable as is the expected $30 million to do so.
Affects on Wildlife
The best thing YOU could do for wildlife is to not build the freeway. You need to take a deeper look at
the impact to the desert wildlife, i.e. the desert tortoises. Proposed mitigation, irrespective of whether or
not the tortoises are listed right now as endangered, should be considered. There should have been
more efforts to ensure that the tortoises are not harmed and that additional habitats for tortoises are
protected.

The plant life on South Mountain should also be considered. While the freeway may not directly destroy
endangered species, it will fragment the habitat and create problems for the entire ecosystem. The
Sonoran Desert is unique to our region… We’re losing it. We’re continually fragmenting it. We have to
be careful of that. It’s not an infinite resource.  (Source: Wendy Hodgson, a research botanist and
herbarium curator at the Desert Botanical Garden)

Furthermore, even DEIS admits that noise during construction could be a problem for many species of
birds and that the area is known to be a habitat for desert tortoises.

Who Really Benefits?
Who really benefits from the freeway?  The truth has not been fully disclosed.  For truckers, it adds
another route - no benefit to Ahwatukee.  For developers – it opens up new land options on the west
side to build because now undesirable land becomes valuable due to quicker access to either side - no
benefit to Ahwatukee.  Time savings was 6 minutes to downtown.  For the damage incurred, that is not
a justifiable trade-off for Ahwatukee.

Bottom Line: The Necessity for the Freeway Doesn’t Exist!
The necessity for the freeway doesn’t exist, but an increase in noise and air pollution, and the
destruction to our land and its inhabitants is quite evident.  By increasing traffic; it will add to the toxins
already in the area. This geographical area is going to hold this problem and not disperse it. We’re
going to end up with a place that’s not fit to live in. I agree with the Sierra Club of Arizona; the cost is
too great.  Funding could be better spent repairing infrastructure that already exists and promoting
different forms of transportation.

Progress isn't always the right answer if you destroy land and people in the way.  You can't undo the
damage once done.  Please do NOT build Loop 202 South Mountain freeway....because it is the right
thing to do for Ahwatukee as a whole.

Sincerely,
Cheryl and Michael Greene
Ahwatukee residents since 1993

________________________________

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for
use by the person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any
unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient,
please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus attachments.
.

9

10

6

11

2 1

12

9 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

10 Visual Resources Draft Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-157 and 4-158 state that 
construction of the proposed road cuts at the western end of the South Mountains 
would cause “severe visual impacts” and that these cuts “would be visually 
inconsistent with the natural setting of the surrounding area.” These impacts 
would, however, be in a remote, seldom-used area of the Phoenix South Mountain 
Park/Preserve and not near any major trails. General mitigation measures to 
minimize these visual impacts are described on page 4-158. These measures 
would include the incorporation of newly exposed rock faces characteristic of the 
adjacent natural rock features. Contractors would respond to the faces’ scale, 
shape, slope, and fracturing to the extent that could be practicable and feasible as 
identified through geotechnical testing and constructibility reviews. The Arizona 
Department of Transportation would require the contractor to round and blend 
new slopes to mimic the existing contours to highlight natural formations. The 
Arizona Department of Transportation would evaluate having the contractor 
adjust and warp slopes at intersections of cuts and natural grades to flow into 
each other or transition with the natural ground surfaces without noticeable 
breaks. A local example of such treatment would be the cuts associated with 
Dreamy Draw on State Route 51 in northern Phoenix.

11 Purpose and 
Need, Lack of 
Support

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

12 Alternatives, No-
Action (No-Build) 
Alternative



 Comment Response Appendix • B1763

Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 

From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: I Oppose the South Mountain Freeway
Date: Thursday, July 18, 2013 9:18:03 AM

Thank you,
Matthew Eberhart
Community Relations Officer
1655 W Jackson St. MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602-712-2060
azdot.gov

-----Original Message-----
From: Sierra Club [mailto:information@sierraclub.org] On Behalf Of William Greene
Sent: Thursday, July 18, 2013 9:00 AM
To: Projects
Subject: I Oppose the South Mountain Freeway

Jul 18, 2013

Arizona Department of Transportation South Mountain Study Team
1655 W Jackson St, MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Dear South Mountain Study Team,

I am writing to express my opposition to the proposed South Mountain Freeway and to urge ADOT to
select the No-Build Alternative.

Our city and state needs to prioritize public transportation, not build another freeway through a
protected area.  More highways are not the solution - light rail, commuter trains, bicycle infrastructure,
and other transit options should be our focus.  Please select the No Action Alternative. Thank you!

Sincerely,

William Greene
2027 E University Dr Unit 118
Tempe, AZ 85281-8526
(480) 259-7551

________________________________

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for
use by the person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any
unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient,
please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus attachments.
.

1 2

1 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Purpose and 
Need, Lack of 
Support

3 Alternatives, No-
Action (No-Build) 
Alternative

3
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Loop 202 completion
Date: Monday, May 20, 2013 1:06:40 PM

From: twohoo@aol.com [mailto:twohoo@aol.com] 
Sent: Monday, May 20, 2013 12:56 PM
To: Projects
Subject: Loop 202 completion

To Whom it May Concern,
 I am a registered voter over the age of 18 and current resident of Laveen Village/Phoenix South

Mountain. I am in favor of the Loop 202 being completed in our district. Not only will this completion
make it easier to access the rest of the Phoenix Metro area but it will bring immense value to our
neighborhoods. It will bring a much needed modern hospital to our area. This freeway will also bring us
shopping choices that we are currently having to travel at least 10 miles (and 20 miles on average) in
any direction to access.

 Completing the Loop 202 will increase our home values. Being one of the hardest hit areas in the
Valley during the housing crisis many of us have seen our home values plummet. Many of us are still
underwater in our mortgages. Because we love our neighborhood and want to see it become the jewel
we know it can be we have stood our ground and fought to keep good people in their homes. We have
excellent schools in our area including Eagle College Prep Elementary School, Vista del Sur
Elementary School, and Legacy Traditional School. All of these schools are rated among the top in our
state.

 Completing the Loop 202 will not only increase our home values but it will increase our property tax
dollars which can then be spent to improve our local public schools, police, and fire departments. Our
tax dollars will go to improving our roads and increasing pedestrian safety. Currently many of our roads
have no sidewalks forcing pedestrians to walk along streets with high speed limits. Baseline Road, for
example, has an average speed limit of 45 mph. I will not allow my children to walk to school even
though we live less than a mile away because they would have to cross Baseline. Bus service would
increase in our area reducing the need to drive everywhere thus improving Phoenix's air quality.

 I have personally watched several good families move from our area because the logistics of
accessing anything a family would need is a nightmare. The nearest quality dance studios and
gymnastics are no less than 20 miles away in any direction. The nearest movie theater is downtown.
The nearest mall is 20 miles in any direction. The nearest hospitals are in crime infested areas of the
city. I am afraid to take my children to any of these facilities. Often we find ourselves using one of two
aging urgent care facilities in our neighborhood. We have no craft stores in our area to patronize when
our kids need to do school projects (there are so many school projects). We have no clothing choices
other than Walmart. We currently have only two grocery stores to choose from- Safeway and Fry's. We
have three fuel stations- Safeway, QT, and Circle K. We have a Walmart that is overrun with
disgruntled and angry employees making it a nightmare to shop. We have very few sit down family
restaurants and way too many fast food franchises. Bringing the Loop 202 thorugh our district will not
only ease our frustration in meeting the basic needs of family life it will increase sales tax dollars as
well.

 Please complete the Loop 202 as quickly as possible. It will greatly improve our quality of life here in
Laveen/South Mountain. It will bring in much needed health and shopping opprotunities. It will increase
the population in our Village giving us a stronger voting presence. It will increase tax dollars being
collected by the city and state. Our residents have been waiting patiently for over 15 years for this
project to be completed. The city has already set aside the money for improvements. Please give our
area access to the rest of the city.

Thank you,
Jessica Grevorovic
7301 S 31st Dr

1

1 Comment noted.
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1

2                GERALD GRIEMAN:  My first objection is

3 that there is not adequate planning for when they will

4 close the freeway for either repairs or for DPS for a

5 crash.  I've lived in the Valley long enough to know that

6 freeways are closed regularly.  And this area is not

7 suited for a major freeway because there are not

8 alternate routes.

9                The only road is Chandler Boulevard

10 which -- in this area.  It's a four-lane road; it goes

11 down to a two-lane road.  If they close the freeway, it's

12 going to be a disaster back here.  It will be not only

13 inconvenient, but it will be difficult for emergency

14 vehicles if they are -- say your house catches fire or

15 there's some other emergency.

16                Chandler Boulevard will be just a basket

17 case because all of the freeway traffic will be funneled

18 onto it.  And when you funnel a freeway onto a two-lane

19 street, it doesn't fit.  And there's no plan for a

20 frontage road.  There's no plan for additional streets

21 back here, so that just will not work.  Along those same

22 lines, Pecos is one of our few city streets in this area

23 we have as you go east.  You also have Ray Road at the

24 curve.

25                I lived here before Pecos was connected to

5038

1

2

1 Traffic Hazardous Materials Commodity Flow Studies and other information are used 
by emergency response planners (such as the Arizona State Emergency Response 
Commission statewide and the Maricopa County Local Emergency Planning 
Commission for Maricopa County) as one of the elements considered when 
developing Emergency Response Plans. If the plan were amended, it would be 
made available to the Arizona Department of Transportation.

2 Traffic In 2006, the City of Phoenix conducted a traffic circulation study to evaluate the 
impacts of the freeway on the local street system, including the shift of access 
to Foothills Reserve and Calabrea from Pecos Road to Chandler Boulevard. The 
City study found no adverse effects on the local street system from the proposed 
freeway (see Appendix 3-1 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement).
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1 I-10 and the highway department rated every intersection

2 in that area as an F because the congestion was so

3 appalling with everyone trying to use two roads.  When

4 they added Pecos, it was -- it relieved and it allowed us

5 to have an adequate number of city streets back here.

6                If they take away Pecos as a city street,

7 we're back to two roads or one road and that, again, is

8 not enough to handle even the normal traffic in

9 Ahwatukee.  We need Pecos as a city street.

10                They would never think of building a

11 freeway -- I asked at one of the meetings years ago,

12 "Well, why don't you build a freeway on Camelback or

13 Indian School Road?"

14                They said, "Well, those are streets."

15                I said, "Well, here Pecos is a street for

16 us."  This is how we get around.  We need this street.

17 And if you take it away from us, it will destroy our

18 ability to get around within our city.  So that's --

19 that's the first comment.

20                The second comment is regarding trucks.

21 They insist that this is not a truck bypass and, yet,

22 anyone who can look at a map and read the map knows that

23 it will be used as a truck bypass because it connects to

24 I-10 in two places.  It will be a nice, lightly used road

25 for all of the trucks to scoot around Phoenix and

3

3 Purpose and 
Need, Truck 
Bypass

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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1 continue to Los Angeles.

2                If they are serious about it not being a

3 truck route, I would ask that, if it is built, that they

4 ban trucks.  I've seen that done on highways in other

5 cities and in an area where it was supposedly only for

6 residential traffic.

7                If it's for residential traffic, put your

8 money where your mouth is and ban trucks.  If you're

9 driving on interstate 35E in St. Paul, Minnesota, for

10 example, you come to the place where it branches off and

11 it will say, "No trucks on this road.  If you're a truck

12 use this road," and they can easily do that here, too, if

13 they are serious this is not a truck road.  If they don't

14 do that, I don't believe them.

15                And those are the two larger issues.  But

16 I also want to add a personal issue.  I moved here,

17 bought my house in 1999 and, at that time, I came here

18 for health reasons.  And I chose Ahwatukee specifically

19 because it was isolated.  There was little traffic.

20 There was mainly desert landscaping.  I have allergy

21 problems, severe allergy problems that affect my

22 breathing.

23                I came here because this was the area in

24 the Valley that best suited my health needs.  At that

25 time, I looked at everything the highway department had

4

4 Trucks Arizona highways, as are most highways across the United States, are open to 
all kinds of traffic, so long as the cargo being carried is in accordance with U.S. 
Department of Transportation regulations for the specific type of cargo. The 
Arizona Department of Transportation has a few locations in the state with 
hazardous cargo restrictions, but these restrictions are based on emergency 
response issues or roadway design limitations specific to that location. For 
example, the Interstate 10 Deck Park Tunnel has certain hazardous cargo 
transport restrictions because of the limited ability for emergency responders 
to address a hazardous materials incident in the tunnel. The South Mountain 
Freeway, if implemented, is expected to operate under the same rules as other 
similar facilities in the state; use by heavy trucks would be expected to be 
permissible (see text box on page 4-157 of the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement).
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1 put out.  At that time, they said there is no funding for

2 202, the South Mountain Freeway and it is not on our

3 plan -- it's not in our plans that it will ever be built.

4                If it is built, they had it on the map as

5 a purple road, a purple dotted line.  Purple meant

6 possible toll road.  They said it will not be built as a

7 regular road.  So when they say that it's been on the map

8 since the '80, that's not true.  In the '90s they took it

9 off the map and said only a possible toll road.  And I

10 thought well, they are not going to build a toll road in

11 Arizona.  People won't put up with that.  I said, "I'm

12 safe."

13                So I bought my home.  I moved in.  And

14 it's been wonderful.  My health has never been better

15 than living back here.  I live literally two blocks from

16 where the proposed freeway will be.

17                First of all, there would be a year of

18 construction with tremendous dust and everything.  I'd

19 have to virtually move for that year.  At the end of

20 that, there would be all the dirt from all the trucks

21 unless they would ban them, which I doubt they will

22 because I don't believe them that it's not a truck

23 bypass.  In effect, I'm going to be forced to try to sell

24 my home and move and I'm -- at my age, I don't want to do

25 that.

6

5

7

8

5 Purpose and Need The Southwest Loop Highway—the South Mountain Freeway predecessor—was 
integral to the Regional Freeway and Highway System approved by Maricopa 
County voters in 1985. Although other facilities were considered a higher priority 
early in development of the Regional Freeway and Highway System, the South 
Mountain Freeway has been included in every subsequent update. The same route 
was approved by the State Transportation Board in 1988. In 2004, Maricopa 
County voters approved Proposition 400, which was designed to fund completion 
of the remaining segments of the Regional Freeway and Highway System, including 
the proposed South Mountain Freeway (Final Environmental Impact Statement 
page 1-21).

6 Neighborhoods/
Communities

While the E1 Alternative is adjacent to the largely residential areas of Ahwatukee 
Foothills Village (to the north), a freeway has been planned in this location 
for many years (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-17 and 
4-21). Where existing residential uses are adjacent to the proposed freeway, 
noise mitigation would be implemented according to Arizona Department of 
Transportation policy (see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 4-91).

7 Air Quality To reduce the amount of construction dust generated, particulate control 
measures related to construction activities must be followed. The following 
mitigation measures would be followed, when applicable, in accordance with the 
most recently accepted version of the Arizona Department of Transportation 
Standard Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction (2008). Prior to construction 
and in accordance with Maricopa County Rule 310, Fugitive Dust Ordinance, 
the contractor shall obtain an approved dust permit from Maricopa County Air 
Quality Department for all phases of the proposed action. The permit describes 
measures to be taken to control and regulate air pollutant emissions during 
construction (see page 4-173 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement).

8 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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1                I love this area.  It's a beautiful area,

2 and to destroy it at this point I just find

3 reprehensible.

4                And there are a lot of other people back

5 here who have health issues also, reasons for having come

6 back here.

7                And I really encourage them to keep their

8 promise that they were not going to put -- and that's

9 what it was, they said, when I asked them -- and I did

10 pursue it.  And I'm asking them to keep their promise

11 that they will not build a regular freeway through here.

12                I think that's it.

13                Thank you.

14                I just want to add I think it is

15 absolutely appalling that they are thinking of cutting

16 through South Mountain Park for this freeway.  South

17 Mountain park has been considered to be one of the

18 treasures of Phoenix.  They have bragged about it for

19 years, about how the people who settled in this area had

20 the foresight and the wisdom to set aside these huge

21 mountain preserves.  South Mountain Park is a treasure

22 for the entire Valley.

23                I realize that it's just a small part that

24 they are going to slice through, but it will impinge on

25 it nonetheless and I'm so offended by that.

9

9 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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1                And I only need to look -- I spent enough

2 time in Phoenix over the years that I know what North

3 Mountain Park used to be.  I know what Dreamy Draw was

4 like before they punched the Squaw Peak freeway through.

5 They said it wasn't going to ruin the park.  It did.  It

6 took an idyllic part of the city and turned it into a

7 noise box raceway and I dread that happening to our South

8 Mountain.

9                Phoenix calls it one of its points of

10 pride even, they are so thrilled with it.  And now ADOT

11 is threatening to cut through it and damage it in a way

12 that it will never be able to repair.

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

10

10 Noise The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW:
Date: Wednesday, May 15, 2013 12:36:27 PM

From: Mark Griffin [mailto:lighthouseflowers@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 15, 2013 12:26 PM
To: Projects
Subject:

As a florist we deliver in that area and putting in the 202 will save me time and money. This should have been built
years ago.

Mark Griffin,  Lighthouse Flowers & Photography
Family owned and operated since 1962
1007 East Southern Avenue Mesa AZ 85204
Phone (480) 892-5093 we are on the web at
www.lighthouseflowershop.com
www.lighthousephotosaz.com
We are open 9:00 am to 5:00 pm Monday through
Friday and 9:00 am to 3:00 pm Saturday

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1

1 Comment noted.
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Support South Mountain Freeway
Date: Tuesday, April 30, 2013 8:52:50 AM

 
 

From: Mary Griffith [mailto:magriff1@cox.net] 
Sent: Saturday, April 27, 2013 11:02 AM
To: Projects
Subject: Support South Mountain Freeway
 
ADOT Study Team Panel
Re: Loop 202 Report
 
I support building the South Mountain Freeway. In 1991 my husband and I bought a home near
where the freeway will be, based on the expectation that this wonderful loop around Phoenix would
be completed in a few years. We are confident, even after waiting now for 20 years, that if we ever
sell, our property value as well as our lives will be enhanced by the freeway. Please build Loop 202
around South Mountain.
 
Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely,

Mary Griffith
15251 S. 26th Street
Phoenix, AZ, 84048

PS: I tried to use your on-line email form but it seems to be bugged.

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1

1 Comment noted.
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Support for South Mountain Freeway along Pecos route
Date: Tuesday, April 30, 2013 8:52:34 AM

 
 

From: Jim Griffith [mailto:GriffPhx@cox.net] 
Sent: Saturday, April 27, 2013 1:39 PM
To: Projects
Subject: RE: Support for South Mountain Freeway along Pecos route
 
 

ADOT Study Team Panel
Re: Loop 202 Report

 
ADOT Study Team Panel
Re: Loop 202 Report
 
I encourage building the South Mountain Freeway along the Pecos route.  In 1992 my
wife and I purchased a home near that route with the expectation that the road would
be built as planned.  We still look forward to using the road and sharing it with other
Phoenix area traffic.

 
Please build the road soon; we’ve had way too many meetings.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jim Griffith
 

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1

1 Comment noted.
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

5/15/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

7:30 PM
CALLER:

BRENT GRIMES
CALLER ADDRESS:

1337 E. ERIE STREET, GILBERT, AZ 85295
PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I 100% approve of the freeway expansion of the South Mountain Freeway.1

1 Comment noted.
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1

1 Acquisitions and 
Relocations

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 

(Comment codes begin on later page)
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 

(Comment codes begin on next page)
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1

1 Acquisitions and 
Relocations

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: no freeway in Ahwatukee...
Date: Tuesday, July 23, 2013 4:50:16 PM

Thank you,

Salina Tovar
Community Relations Officer
1655 W. Jackson St.
MD 126F, Room 170
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602.712.4629
azdot.gov

From: Julie Grove [mailto:jgrove926@cox.net] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 23, 2013 4:25 PM
To: Projects
Subject: no freeway in Ahwatukee...

Please add my name to any email list/petition sign-up against the proposed expansion of the
202 freeway in Ahwautkee. I don't feel it's what's best for our community as far as growth.
Thank you.

Julie Grove, REALTOR® Stone Path Real Estate 
A.K.A. Curb appeal coveter.  Passionate for all things plant & patio.  
Perpetual house hunter & neighborhood nester. 
Pursuer of all paths that lead to making a house a home. 
Like to search the MLS (from the comfort of your sofa) too? 
Search just like I do at juliegrove.listingbook.com
Right to the Red Phone 480.577.8428

1

1 Comment noted.
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: comments on south mountain freeway DEIS
Date: Friday, July 05, 2013 8:38:42 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Thank you,
Matthew Eberhart
Community Relations Officer
1655 W Jackson St. MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602-712-2060
azdot.gov

From: Jian Gu [mailto:jiangu1@gmail.com] 
Sent: Thursday, July 04, 2013 3:24 PM
To: Projects
Subject: comments on south mountain freeway DEIS

I am writing regarding the south mountain freeway DEIS. The study shows the importance
of the proposed freeway to reduce traffice congestion, and connect southeast and southwest
valley. I am living in laveen and working in Chandler. Each day I have to use baseline,
which becomes more and more congested. I think we should start building the freeway
NOW!

Thanks,
Jian Gu
6840 W Fremont Rd
Laveen, AZ 85339

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1

1 Comment noted.
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: SMF
Date: Wednesday, July 17, 2013 2:11:51 PM
Attachments: image001.png

Thank you,
Matthew Eberhart
Community Relations Officer
1655 W Jackson St. MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602-712-2060
azdot.gov

From: Ralph Guariglio [mailto:kokonuto@cox.net] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 16, 2013 5:40 PM
To: Projects
Subject: SMF

As a concerned citizen and 18 year Ahwatukee resident, I am absolutely opposed to the
construction of the South Mountain Freeway, especially considering there is a blatant,
obvious alternative - SR 85 from I-10 to Gila Bend!  This redirects truck traffic from
Phoenix and sends it through Gila Bend -  a HUGE shot in the arm for their economic
development  and a giant cost savings to the construction of the freeway.  It also eliminates
the need to displace families and businesses or to destroy national park/sacred land.

Just because this freeway has been on the books for 20+ years does not make it a necessity
through Ahwatukee.  Put aside your political aspirations and agendas and do the right thing.
 Save all of us taxpayers a lot of money and heartache and use the route already in existence
- SR85!!!

Thank you,

Ralph "Don't Make A Move Without Me" Guariglio
REALTOR
AZ Residential Realty, LLC
480-241-7622
kokonuto@cox.net
www.HomesByRalph.com

Oh, by the way, please think of me whenever the subject of Real Estate
comes up!

1

2 3 4

5

1 Alternatives An alternative that would run along Interstate 10 in Casa Grande to State 
Route 85 from Gila Bend to Interstate 10 was considered (see text on page 3-9 
of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement). State Route 85 is currently being 
reconstructed as a four-lane, divided highway with limited-access control, and 
Interstate 8 is a four-lane, divided Interstate freeway with full access control. 
Existing signs at each terminus designate the route as a truck bypass of the 
metropolitan Phoenix area. This route would continue to be available for interstate 
and inter-regional travel, but it would not meet the proposed action purpose and 
need as part of a regional transportation network and, therefore, it was eliminated 
from further consideration.

2 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Prospective home buyers and members of the church built after the freeway was 
conceived, according to State law, should have been informed of the proposed 
facility. (Sellers are obligated by Arizona common law to disclose all known 
material facts about a property to the buyer.) 

3 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

4 Cultural Resources

5 Purpose and 
Need, Old Plan or 
Use of Old Data
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Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.
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Document Created: 5/20/2013 7:10:22 PM by Web Comment Form

Please build the South Mountain Freeway.  We have been waiting for years for this
project to be done.  I saw this proposed freeway on the maps when I moved to Ahwatukee in
1987.  I do, however, prefer the alignment with the I-10/101 intersection.  This would truly
provide a circle around the Phoenix Metro area.  Bringing the freeway into the I-10 at 55th
Avenue seems to be a ridiculous location considering the current traffic issues in that area on
a daily basis.

Barbara Guignard

1

1 Alternatives, W59 
Alternative Versus 
W101 Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

7/24/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

2:46 PM
CALLER:

BONNIE GUILDEAUX
CALLER ADDRESS:

PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I am calling to support the new freeway. We have such a terrible time every time we have to go down 
once a week toward Ahwatukee. This would be a wonderful thing besides the fact that in this day and 
age we need as many job programs as possible and improve our infrastructure. As opposed to letting it 
disintegrate like so many other cities do. Thank you.

1

1 Comment noted.
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Document Created: 5/21/2013 5:39:10 PM by Web Comment Form

I strongly encourage ADOT to focus only public/mass transit infrastructure development,
not on freeways.  Transit-oriented development is a big win-win for the public. Center-city
residents should not subsidize freeways for far-flung sprawl areas.  We should not sanction
projects that result in 1) significant increases in pollution (which has significant health risks)
and 2) significant loss of open spaces. Let's build some transportation infrastructure, but let's
do it right - build transit systems, not auto-centric freeways; serve people & the environment,
not sprawl. Thank you!

Renee Guillory

1

2

4

1 Alternatives, 
Nonfreeway 
Alternatives

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Air Quality

3 Health Effects

4 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

5 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Unplanned growth is often termed “urban sprawl.” Generally, this term is used in 
the context of rapid and uncontrolled urban growth onto previously undeveloped 
land—usually on the outskirts of an existing urban area. Projects like the proposed 
freeway are often identified as contributors to urban sprawl. Freeway projects 
are often cited as making land at the urban fringe more accessible and, therefore, 
more attractive for development. However, examination of data comparing 
population and land use between 1975 and 2000 suggests major transportation 
projects like the proposed freeway do not induce growth in the region (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-170 through 4-174). The proposed 
freeway would be implemented in a historically quickly urbanizing area (most 
noticeably in the Western Section of the Study Area, although the nationwide 
recession which began in 2007 slowed growth). In the Eastern Section of the Study 
Area, the proposed freeway would abut public parkland, Native American land, 
and a near-fully developed area—therefore, any contribution to accelerated or 
induced growth would be constrained. The proposed freeway would be built in an 
area planned for urban growth as established in local jurisdictions’ land use plans 
for at least the last 25 years.

3

5
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1

2

3

1 Alternatives, 
Nonfreeway 
Alternatives

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Unplanned growth is often termed “urban sprawl.” Generally, this term is used in 
the context of rapid and uncontrolled urban growth onto previously undeveloped 
land—usually on the outskirts of an existing urban area. Projects like the proposed 
freeway are often identified as contributors to urban sprawl. Freeway projects 
are often cited as making land at the urban fringe more accessible and, therefore, 
more attractive for development. However, examination of data comparing 
population and land use between 1975 and 2000 suggests major transportation 
projects like the proposed freeway do not induce growth in the region (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-170 through 4-174). The proposed 
freeway would be implemented in a historically quickly urbanizing area (most 
noticeably in the Western Section of the Study Area, although the nationwide 
recession which began in 2007 slowed growth). In the Eastern Section of the Study 
Area, the proposed freeway would abut public parkland, Native American land, 
and a near-fully developed area—therefore, any contribution to accelerated or 
induced growth would be constrained. The proposed freeway would be built in an 
area planned for urban growth as established in local jurisdictions’ land use plans 
for at least the last 25 years.

3 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

4 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

4
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: 202 South Mountain
Date: Monday, May 20, 2013 8:23:12 AM

From: Marshall Gurian [mailto:marshallgurian@cox.net] 
Sent: Sunday, May 19, 2013 2:46 PM
To: Projects
Subject: 202 South Mountain

Gentlemen
Please add my name to those supporting the creation of said project.
Thanks.
Marshall Gurian
3277 E. Raven Ct.
Chandler, AZ 85286

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1

1 Comment noted.
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1

1 Comment noted.
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

5/17/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

3:20 PM
CALLER:

LORI GUTHRIE
CALLER ADDRESS:

1222 WEST GOLDEN LANE, PHOENIX, AZ 85021
PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I approve of the freeway. Thank you.1

1 Comment noted.
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